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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, October 28, 2013, at 2 p.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. STEWART).

——————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 23, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable CHRIS
STEWART to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———

30TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
BEIRUT BOMBING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am on the
floor today in remembrance of the
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bombing of the United States Marine
Corps barracks in Beirut, Lebanon, 30
years ago.

On October 23, 1983, at approximately
6:20 in the morning, a truck packed
with explosives broke security and det-
onated outside of the barracks, Killing
241 Americans and wounding 128 more.

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is appro-
priate that, on the 30th anniversary of
this act of terrorism, we recognize the
sacrifice of the individuals who lost life
and limb, and join with the families
and friends of the victims in mourning
their loss.

Furthermore, 1 Dbelieve that we
should learn from the example of
America’s leader at the time of the
bombing, President Ronald Reagan.
President Reagan appreciated the sac-
rifice made by our servicemembers and
was deeply pained by the loss of life.

While many other Presidents would
have continued sacrificing young men
and women for the sake of the mission
in Lebanon, President Reagan ac-
knowledged his mistake. I would like
to take a moment to read a statement
he made regarding the bombing:

Perhaps we didn’t appreciate fully enough
the depth of the hatred and the complexity
of the problems that made the Middle East
such a jungle. Perhaps the idea of a suicide
car bomber committing mass murder to gain
instant entry to Paradise was so foreign to
our own values and consciousness that it did
not create in us the concern for the marines’
safety that it should have.

In the weeks immediately after the bomb-
ing, I believed the last thing we should do
was to turn tail and leave. Yet the irration-
ality of Middle East politics forced us to
rethink our policy. If there would be some

rethinking of policy before our men die, we
would be a lot better off. If that policy had
changed toward more of a neutral position
and neutrality, those 241 marines would be
alive today.

I have read these quotes from Presi-
dent Reagan to honor the sacrifice of
the 241 marines and their families.
They did not die in vain, but gave their
lives to bring peace to a troubled area.

The leaders of our country must
learn from tragedies like Beirut that
our men and women in uniform are
very precious. Our foreign policy must
be formed with a better understanding
of the commitment and purpose in a
mission before we risk the life of one
single American.

I believe sincerely that this was the
point President Reagan was making as
he remarked with remorse on the
bombing of the marine barracks in Bei-
rut, Lebanon, on October 23 of 1983.

Mr. Speaker, I have the privilege to
represent Camp Lejeune Marine Base
and other bases in eastern North Caro-
lina, and I have visited the Beirut me-
morial many times to look at the
names, certainly people I never knew
and probably would not have known.

But the point is that our foreign pol-
icy continues today in Afghanistan. We
have had six Americans killed in the
last week. In the bill that passed re-
cently to raise the debt ceiling, there
was $30 billion for Karzai, who is a
crook.

I do not understand this Congress,
why we continue to sacrifice our young
men and women, and why we continue
to send money that we do not have to
a foreign dictator and we cut programs
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for children and seniors who want to
have a meal.

With that, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I
honor the 241 who died by saying I ask
God to please bless our men and women
in uniform, to please bless the families
of our men and women in uniform. And
Dear God, I ask You to continue to
bless America.

———
LET’S WORK TOGETHER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
don’t think it is news to my friends on
the Republican side of the aisle that
you don’t win every battle around here.
The place is tough, and occasionally
you get knocked down. The measure of
a man or woman in Congress, or any-
place for that matter, is what do you
after.

We all witnessed a political show-
down over the past several weeks, and
now it is time to put it behind us. I
challenge my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to step up and show the
country what you are made of, and let
us actually legislate on behalf of the
American people.

I have heard a lot of my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle say things
like, We don’t trust that President; we
can’t work with this President.

So, Mr. Speaker, does this apply to
everything?

Will there be no legislation until
there is a different President in 2017?

Well, that doesn’t sound very real-
istic.

On my side of the aisle, they are al-
ready saying, oh, those Republicans,
they are hard-liners; they will not com-
promise on anything. And when some-
one does reach across the aisle to say,
hey, let’s work on an issue together,
what do we get?

Hey, why are you helping them?

I have heard it. When I stood with
DAVID VALADAO in California, or PAUL
RYAN in Chicago to say immigration
reform is an objective we can reach in
a bipartisan manner, I heard from the
Democrats: stop working with them,
we’'re trying to defeat them. We want
to take the House back.

Look, I get it. There are millions of
dollars to be raised by partisan bick-
ering. Your side raised a ton of money
off the past battle, and my side has
too.

The fact is that if two of us get into
a shouting match, it is news; and if it
gets bad, it will be shown on every
channel. But if two of us reach an
agreement on something, it’s not news.

You know, bipartisanship is some-
thing that is much lauded here, but it
is infrequently applauded and rarely
rewarded.

But here is the thing. The only way
we actually get anything done is to put
aside the shouting matches and work
together. I want immigration reform to
pass; and even though I think almost
every single Democrat agrees with me,
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it is still not enough because there are
only 201 of us.

We don’t run the Rules Committee or
set the agenda. The Republicans are
the majority in the House, so I know I
have to work with the other side.

On your side, you say you don’t like
what the Senate passed. Let’s not just
respond with nothing. Let’s craft a
House response and put our own pro-
posal on the table.

Those on the other side of the aisle
say they don’t trust the President and
can’t work with him. Well, okay. Fine.
Then work with your colleagues on
this side of the aisle.

You know, there are 435 of us. We
need 218 votes to pass a bill, and the
President doesn’t get a vote.

The truth is that even during the
shutdown, many on your side of the
aisle have been drafting proposals that
many of us on this side of the aisle are
willing to work with you on. The ques-
tion is whether the work on a bipar-
tisan basis will be allowed to flourish.

I want to spend the rest of this Con-
gress working with whoever wants to
join, in either party, to get immigra-
tion reform done.

Your side needs a little time to re-
cover from the last fight? I get that.
But with 1,100 deportations every day,
we can’t wait forever. The kids who are
losing their moms are not going to
wait for you or for me. The husbands
and the fathers who die in the desert
because their wives and kids live here
don’t have any more time to give.

But you probably ask, LUIS, after the
battle over health care and budget,
how can two parties ever work to-
gether?

But, you know, that is exactly what
I thought in 1996: How can we work to-
gether?

I was here 17 years ago. In 1996, it was
Speaker Gingrich who shut down the
government. But after that, let’s re-
member what happened. We passed a
series of major bipartisan bills on dif-
ficult policy issues.

Welfare reform was crafted, in part,
by a very conservative House, and
signed by a very liberal President Clin-
ton. He had vetoed the bill twice before
but, after the shutdown, reached an
agreement with the Republican major-

ity.
The Kennedy-Kassenbaum bill was
historic, bipartisan legislation on

health care, and we passed it after the
shutdown. We can do the same if politi-
cians in both parties are committed to
accomplishments over campaign talk-
ing points. We can pass immigration
reform this year.

We all know that immigration re-
form is immensely popular with voters
in both parties who want a political so-
lution to fixing our broken immigra-
tion system. Diverse constituencies
back immigration reform, like labor
unions and business owners and evan-
gelical leaders and Catholic bishops
and leaders across the political spec-
trum.

Don’t think of it as working with
President Obama if it makes it easier
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for you. Think of it as doing your job.
Think of it as working on behalf of the
American people, not for an Obama so-
lution, not for a Tea Party solution,
but for an American solution.

——————

POLITICAL DOUBLE STANDARD AT
WORK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, if you
missed this past Sunday morning TV
talking heads shows, you missed the
political double standard at work.
Time and again, the hosts of the afore-
said programs referred to the recent
“Republican government shutdown.”

Wait a minute. Republican govern-
ment shutdown?

There were two advocacy groups to
this affair: one, President Obama and
the Democratic administration and,
two, the Republicans.

So it appears to me, Mr. Speaker,
that a more accurate description would
be the Republicans, President Obama
and the Democrat administration and
the government shutdown.

The Republicans, in spite of the
President’s adamant refusal to nego-
tiate, requested a 1l-year delay for the
controversial health care proposal. The
President rejected that proposal but,
considering the reviews surrounding
his health care proposal, which are, at
best, dismal, it was an offer the Presi-
dent should have embraced.

All of us, in and out of the political
arena, should dismiss the application
of the double standard that oftentimes
is used in this town, and we should en-
courage objectivity to prevail over sub-
jectivity; and, in so doing, our country
will become the beneficiary of good
government, of fair government. Good
government finally will be promoted in
the end, and we will all benefit there-
from.

——————

THE NATIONAL AND
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
today the House begins consideration
of the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act, which includes in the
title the word ‘‘reform’ but would rep-
resent a huge step backwards.

This legislation would have signifi-
cant impact on the way the Army
Corps of Engineers conducts projects
that are critical to the Nation’s envi-
ronmental and economic health. I have
long worked to help the Corps be a bet-
ter partner which, in times past, has
proved troublesome.

It was my pleasure to work with the
head of the Corps previously, General
Robert Flowers, and his staff to change
the way the Corps does business. Other-
wise, we can waste a lot of money and
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inflict
damage.

One of the ways the Corps meets its
environmental responsibilities is by
compliance with the National and En-
vironmental Policy Act, NEPA, signed
into law on New Year’s Day in 1970 by
President Richard Nixon.

Earlier this year, Glen Bowman, an
official with the Georgia Department
of Transportation, shared with Georgia
legislators President Nixon’s observa-
tion that clean air, clean water, open
space should be the birthright of every
American. Through our years of past
carelessness, we have incurred a debt
to nature that is now being called.

Mr. Bowman told the legislators that
43 years later the price tag is even
higher, some problems remain, and
daunting challenges loom, but that
NEPA’s impact is unquestionable. It
remains the Nation’s guiding environ-
mental star.

He observes that environmental
needs and protecting the environment
are not mutually exclusive, and it is
important to work together to achieve
those objectives.

0 1015

Sadly, for me, the most critical ele-
ment in a bill that I would like to sup-
port is the damage to the NEPA proc-
ess. Placing an artificial time limit of
150 days, restricting the internal ac-
tivities of the agencies, giving them
limited time to move the process
along, interfering with the chain of
command, cutting out the public from
the process, and forcing a shorter time
for litigation is unnecessary. It is ill-
advised, and it is not going to solve the
problem. Project delays are not a re-
sult of the NEPA process. There are
billions of dollars of projects that are
already approved and ready to g0—$60
billion by some estimates. The problem
is that Congress has not adequately
funded the Corps.

I will be offering an amendment with
the gentleman from Oregon, Congress-
man DEFAZIO, that simply suspends
this ill-advised amendment to NEPA,
seriously compromising it and the pub-
lic process, until the project backlog
disappears in order to move forward
with the already approved projects.
Ironically, this bill would add to the
backlog while it truncates the NEPA
process.

NEPA protects community values. It
can often result in alternatives that
are even less costly as well as less dam-
aging to the environment. Before we
rush to implement ill-advised changes
under the guise of reform, let’s get rid
of the backlog of already approved
projects first and be able to work
through the consequences.

Forcing more projects that will be
ill-considered will make them less wor-
thy of funding. For agencies that are
chronically underfunded and are facing
further budget cuts, imposing artificial
time limits on an already over-
whelming backlog is not a prescription
for more development projects being

unnecessary environmental
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completed and better performance. It
is a prescription for sloppy work, ill-
advised approvals, and more litigation
when we should be concentrating on
getting the job done. It will make it
harder to serve the public and get the
financial support to build vital
projects.

I urge my colleagues to support the
DeFazio-Blumenauer amendment to re-
duce the backlog of projects ready to
go before complicating and weakening
environmental protections and the
public’s right to participate.

I now would like to enter into the
RECORD the comments of Mr. Glenn
Bowman from the Georgia Department
of Transportation.

NEPA Is THE GUIDE STAR
(By Glenn Bowman)

Shortly after signing the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act (NEPA) into law on
New Year’s Day in 1970, President Richard
Nixon discussed it in his State of the Union
Address:

““The great question . . . is shall we make
peace with nature and begin to make repara-
tions for the damage we have done to our air,
our land and our water? . . . Clean air, clean
water, open spaces—these should once again
be the birthright of every American. . . . The
price tag is high. Through our years of past
carelessness, we have incurred a debt to na-
ture. Now that debt is being called.”

Now, 43 years later, that price tag is even
higher. Some old problems remain, and
daunting new challenges loom. Still, NEPA’s
impact is unquestionable; it remains the na-
tion’s environmental guide star.

At Georgia’s Department of Transpor-
tation—the entity responsible for more earth
work in this state than any other—NEPA
has a huge impact on planning, designing
and building transportation infrastructure.
Virtually everything we do begins with
‘‘complying with the NEPA process.”’

We must:

Protect water quality, air quality, endan-
gered plant and animal species and their
habitats, migratory birds, wetlands, streams,
rivers, harbors, flood plains, farmlands and
the soil itself;

Preserve historic and culturally significant
buildings and places;

Save archaeologically
sources;

Guard against noise pollution;

Make certain native peoples and the dis-
advantaged are treated equitably;

Mitigate for unavoidable impacts, and al-
ways engage the public in our decision-mak-
ing process.

This requires a considerable investment in
time, staff and money. Making a project
NEPA-compliant sometimes requires re-
routing; re-locating cemeteries and historic
structures; and archaeological ‘‘digs’ to re-
cover important artifacts. We create or im-
prove wetlands and streams to mitigate for
like areas that need to be altered. We work
with affected residents to help offset impacts
to their neighborhoods and lives.

Recently, the need to study areas of North
Georgia for the presence of the endangered
Indiana and gray bats has garnered atten-
tion. Such examination simply is part of a
process we are required by law to undertake
for numerous plant and animal species, be
they cuddly or creepy.

With as many as 700 projects ongoing at
any time, not everyone is always going to be
satisfied. But our foremost mission is to help
make those 700 projects realities; keep mo-
torists safe and moving, and grow that net-
work as Georgia grows.

significant re-
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Meeting our transportation needs and pro-
tecting our environment are not mutually
exclusive objectives; doing both does not
have to be a contentious, adversarial strug-
gle. Working together—internally, with part-
ner agencies, businesses, local governments
and citizens—we can repay our debt to na-
ture, have a world-class transportation sys-
tem, and preserve the beauty and many won-
ders of Georgia for generations to come.

———

AMERICA’S OUT-OF-CONTROL
SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING) for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, in just a
few short months, we will again find
ourselves debating how to not shut
down the Federal Government. Our Na-
tion’s fiscal woes are not temporary. In
fact, they have plagued us for many
years, and we have got to stop trying
to solve these problems with tem-
porary solutions.

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, we are now
$17 trillion in debt, and our govern-
ment continues to spend and spend and
spend. Last Thursday, our Nation’s
debt jumped $328 billion in just 1 day.
This surpassed the previous high set 2
years ago by over $100 billion. It is
time Congress breaks this pattern. We
do not want to be a Nation drowning in
debt but, rather, one of economic lead-
ership throughout the world, pro-
growth policies.

Mr. Speaker, we simply cannot bor-
row 40 cents of every dollar we spend.
It is simply not the way to run a gov-
ernment, a business, or a family budg-
et. Yet the Federal Government con-
tinues to borrow without addressing
what got us here in the first place,
which is out-of-control spending.

Mr. Speaker, the deal agreed to last
week didn’t do a single thing to cut
spending or tackle the real drivers of
our debt; and if we do not change this,
we will never get ourselves out of the
fiscal rut but, instead, find ourselves
repeating history over and over and
over again, governing and spending by
continuing resolutions. Rather than
passing temporary spending bills and
short-term extensions to the debt ceil-
ing, we should be working to pass all 12
appropriation bills and a real budget.
This doesn’t need to be a deal at the
eleventh hour. If we go through a reg-
ular budgetary process, we will most
certainly find areas to eliminate
wasteful spending, shore up entitle-

ment spending, and achieve com-
prehensive tax reform.
Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-

ment is already spending too much,
and ObamaCare will only make things
worse. It is estimated that ObamaCare
will increase taxes over $1 trillion and
add $6 trillion to the deficit. Putting
aside the countless policy issues associ-
ated with ObamaCare, the law, from a
purely numerical economic standpoint,
is a prime example of out-of-control
spending. Overall, ObamaCare is ex-
pected to increase health care spending
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by $621 billion over the next 10 years.
We cannot afford this. Our children
cannot afford this, and the economy
will crumble underneath it.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are frustrated with seeing their elected
officials in Washington sit on either
side of the wall and refuse to make real
spending cuts. It is time to sit down
and have a conversation about how we
get our fiscal house in order and get
our spending addiction under control.
We cannot continue to jeopardize our
economy and our Nation’s future by
spending more than we take in.

——————

CONGRATULATING THE BOSTON
RED SOX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, while
typically I would address the House on
much more serious subjects, today it is
a slightly lighter subject that I am
here to address. Much to my regret, I
am here standing before you to con-
gratulate my dear friend and classmate
from Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY) and
his Boston Red Sox on their American
League Championship Series win over
my beloved Detroit Tigers. And in ac-
cordance with our agreement, today I
am wearing the gentleman’s rather un-
sightly Boston Red Sox tie, which is
painful to say the least.

Although the Tigers did not make it
to the World Series this year, I do want
to say how proud I am of our players,
of our team, of our State, and specifi-
cally of Jim Leyland, who, after two
World Series, four American League
Championship Series, and 8 years as
our manager, announced his retirement
this week.

Jim, I am sure I speak for all
Michiganders and all baseball fans in
saying that we are proud to have you
retire as a Detroit Tiger.

To Michigan, and specifically to De-
troit, the Tigers have always meant
more than just baseball. Year after
year, their perseverance and grit, even
through really tough times for both
the team and for the city, that perse-
verance has been emblematic of the de-
termination and resilience of Detroit-
ers and Michiganders. Tigers baseball
has provided hope and instilled a sense
of pride in a city and State that has
surely seen its share of difficulties.
Their performance and their wins have
certainly not erased the challenges
that we face, but it has given the com-
munity and our State a lift.

Like the team, Detroit and Michigan
have always had hope for the next sea-
son. I love my Detroit Tigers and ap-
preciate all they mean to the great
State of Michigan.

And to Jim Leyland and our amazing
team, bless you, boys.

So, today, regrettably but sincerely,
I salute my colleague from Massachu-
setts and his winning team, the Boston
Red Sox. I had hoped for a different
outcome, but, nonetheless, a win is a
win.
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JOE, congratulations to you and to
the Red Sox.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing audience.

———

WHEN PROPAGANDA TRUMPS
REALITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, this
Nation has gone through 18 govern-
ment shutdowns in the last 37 years.
Fifteen of those 18 shutdowns occurred
when Democrats controlled the House.
In those 15 shutdowns, the Democrats
demanded increased abortion services
and labor and environmental policy
concessions.

Perhaps the reason we don’t remem-
ber those shutdowns as vividly is be-
cause, in those days, Presidents nego-
tiated around the clock to resolve the
disputes that caused them and did ev-
erything that they could to minimize
the public’s inconvenience and suf-
fering.

This time was different. This time,
the President refused to negotiate, and
he took unprecedented steps to amplify
the pain and suffering that the public
endured. A senior administration offi-
cial told The Wall Street Journal, “We
are winning . . . It doesn’t really mat-
ter to us how long the shutdown lasts
because what matters is the end re-
sult.” A park ranger said, ‘“We’ve been
told to make life as difficult as we can
for people. It’s disgusting.”

This administration barricaded open-
air venues like the World War II Memo-
rial for Honor Flights by World War II
veterans, yet it opened The National
Mall for an amnesty rally by illegal
immigrants. It closed simple parking
lots and roadside turnouts that merely
offered passers-by distant views of
Mount Rushmore and Yosemite. It or-
dered businesses to close just because
they leased land from the Federal Gov-
ernment. It even tried to close the
ocean to Florida fishermen. These
measures had never been taken in prior
shutdowns, and they often cost more
than simply leaving these venues open.

A constituent of mine in Hume, Cali-
fornia, wrote, “To get to my place of
residence and work, I have to travel
through the Big Stump entrance sta-
tion of Kings Canyon National Park on
Highway 180. Currently, the entire
roadway is barricaded, and it appears
as though the Park Service is attempt-
ing to prevent anyone from traveling
to or through the national park. I was
in the area 17 years ago as a young
adult during the last government shut-
down, and this type of thing didn’t hap-
pen. Sure, the facilities at the visitor
centers were closed, but the land was
still accessible.”

Now, why would the administration
do this? Why would it deliberately
order our public servants to ‘“‘make life
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as difficult as possible for people’’?
They told us why—because they were
winning politically.

On October 2, House Republicans,
joined by 23 Democrats, passed H.J.
Res. 70 to open the national parks, but
the bill was killed in the Senate. Why?
Well, they told us why. They were win-
ning politically.

When Republican Governor Jan
Brewer stepped forward to use State
funds to staff the Grand Canyon Na-
tional Park—as Arizona had done in
previous shutdowns—she was
stonewalled by the administration for
10 days. Why? Well, they told us why.
They were winning politically.

Now what was the outrageous Repub-
lican demand the Democrats refused
even to discuss during the 16-day shut-
down while they ordered our public
servants to make life as difficult as
possible for people? Well, on September
30, with the deadline just hours away,
House Republicans had dropped all con-
ditions to fund the entire government
with one substantive exception: delay
the individual mandate that forces peo-
ple to buy policies against their will.
Democrats summarily rejected this
proposal and, for 16 days, refused to ne-
gotiate on this single point while lit-
erally accusing Republicans of sedi-
tion.

Then, this past Monday, the Presi-
dent’s press secretary made this stun-
ning admission: the administration
may, itself, seek to delay the indi-
vidual mandate by dropping the pen-
alty for noncompliance. They have got
to be kidding.

For the 16 days of the shutdown, the
only substantive dispute was the Re-
publican plea to delay the individual
mandate for the millions of Americans
who couldn’t find or afford ObamaCare
policies. Doing so would have ended the
impasse instantly. During those 16
days, it was clear to everyone that the
exchanges weren’t working. Yet for 16
days, the President and congressional
Democrats refused even to discuss the
matter while they turned their formi-
dable propaganda machine to the task
of winning politically. Then, just 4
days after Republicans capitulated on
all points, including dropping our sin-
gle substantive request to delay the in-
dividual mandate, the administration
is now, itself, considering delaying the
individual mandate.

Mr. Speaker, these facts speak for
themselves and need no embellishment
from me. John Adams once observed,
“Facts are stubborn things.” As pas-
sions cool and reason resumes its right-
ful place in the Nation’s discourse,
these facts will speak eloquently and
stubbornly of what happens when poli-
tics trump policy and propaganda
trumps reality.

————

JPMORGAN CHASE SETTLEMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. The greatest power a
banker has is to create money. Banks
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can also abuse that awesome power.
And it seems like the bigger the banks
are the more they abuse that power.
Let me relate a vivid example:

It was over 5 years ago that America
was hit with the great Wall Street-in-
duced recession. Five years later, those
banks are still paying our people—their
customers—almost nothing if cus-
tomers have deposits or certificates of
deposit with those institutions. That is
harming seniors across this country.
That is harming people who are trying
to make a go of it. It is harming inves-
tors. Meanwhile, banks continue to
post huge profits, especially the very
biggest ones that are market control-
lers—for example, JPMorgan Chase,
just in the last year, took $21 billion in
profit; Wells Fargo, $19 billion; Gold-
man Sachs, $7.5 billion in profits;
Citigroup, $7.5 billion; Bank of Amer-
ica, $4 billion—while Americans con-
tinue to struggle to make ends meet
and recuperate from that Great Reces-
sion.

Now, it has been reported this week
that JPMorgan Chase will agree to a
$13 billion settlement of the civil suit
filed by the United States Department
of Justice and the Federal Housing Fi-
nance Agency in order to resolve sev-
eral investigations into their fraudu-
lent mortgage securities business. One
question I have with that $13 billion:
Are they actually going to pay it, or is
JPMorgan Chase going to use it as a
deduction on their taxes as a business
expense or some other tax dodge that
their accountants and lawyers figure
out?
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From September 7, 2005, through Sep-
tember 19, 2007, JPMorgan and its af-
filiates knowingly misrepresented the
value and quality of their mortgage
bonds that it sold to the Federal Hous-
ing Finance Agency. The result of their
actions are reverberating still through-
out our economy, as foreclosure rates
in places like Ohio continue to go up.
They are still above the national aver-
age. In August, foreclosure starts in
Ohio were up 44 percent from the pre-
vious month, for a total that month of
9,642 foreclosure filings. Tens of thou-
sands of people are being affected from
coast to coast.

Minority neighborhoods were espe-
cially harmed by the financial crisis. A
report by the Urban Institute esti-
mates the loss of home equity in Afri-
can American households as a result of
the foreclosure crisis is at $194 billion.
All the wealth that was accumulated
since World War II vaporized. They
were hit very hard.

Hispanic communities lost $177 bil-
lion in home equity during the same
time period. Awesome.

Although a settlement has been
reached in this particular case, this
should not be the end of the investiga-
tion into Wall Street banks because
JPMorgan and their brethren have
proven to be repeat offenders. Criminal
charges should be pursued, not just
civil.
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This settlement is just one of many
recent penalties that JP has had to
pay. In June 2011, JPMorgan had to pay
$153 million in penalties to the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission for mis-
leading investors about a collateralized
debt obligation. In August 2012, the
bank had to pay $1.2 billion for what it
had done to conspire with VISA and
MasterCard to set the price of credit
card and debit interchange fees.

In July of this year, JPMorgan had
to pay $410 million in penalties and re-
payments to the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission for revealing that
the bank had been manipulating the
California and Midwest electricity
markets from September 2010 to No-
vember 2012. JPMorgan Chase had to
pay a $100 million fine for reckless con-
duct and market manipulation in con-
nection with its 2012 London Whale
trading scandal.

The question I have: Can they deduct
any of these penalties from the taxes
they pay, or are they really paying
back in full those penalties to the gov-
ernment of the United States free and
clear to pay back the American people
for their criminal behavior?

In the past 3 years, JPMorgan has
posted year-after-year record profits,
driven by their stock prices. Last year,
the firm made $21.3 billion. Therefore,
with this recent settlement, it would
be about only half of their most recent
profits. For a frame of reference, there
are only seven Dow Jones Industrial
Average companies that made more
than $13 billion profits last year.

We can say to ourselves, Would these
fines, if they were really paid, do any
harm to JPMorgan? Think about this.
They have $87 billion in reserves and
their total assets are valued, by their
own accounts, at over $2.25 trillion.
That is a “‘wow,”” by any account.

The result of all of this misbehavior
is many Americans have lost all of
their accumulated equity.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to restore
prudent banking. I ask my colleagues
to sign on to H.R. 129, the Return To
Prudent Banking Act of 2013. Let’s re-
store the Glass-Steagall Act and the
value of our money.

BUDGET NEGOTIATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, for
months, President Obama promised he
would initiate long-overdue negotia-
tions on issues from health care to tax
and regulatory reform, all factors hold-
ing back economic growth. But he
linked this pledge to Congress reopen-
ing the government and raising the
debt limit.

His promise to address the critical
drivers of our economy is why last
week I voted to end the budget impasse
and tentatively agree to cooperate
with the President. With the govern-
ment reopened, it is time for those
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promises that he made to be upheld
and for negotiations to begin.

Our economy is still way too weak.
Let’s look at the facts:

Ninety-seven percent of all the jobs
created in America this past year have
been part time;

Millions of our workers are seeing
their hours cut;

Participation in the workforce is at
an all-time low the last 35 years, with
90 million adults sitting on the side-
lines.

Our neighbors and our friends are
struggling and are uncomfortable
about their future. Our latest college
graduates can’t find jobs, and millions
more of our country’s youth have quit
searching for employment. It is time to
reduce the uncertainty and help these
families.

The House has already passed dozens
of bills to help grow the economy, in-
cluding tax reform, limiting excessive
regulations, debt reduction, and yes,
reforming ObamaCare.

The President has repeatedly said he
is willing to negotiate on all of these
economic issues. As recently as Octo-
ber 3, he stated:

I'm happy to negotiate with you on any-
thing. I don’t think any one party has a mo-
nopoly on wisdom.

Then, on October 8, the President
said:

Serious negotiations could proceed around
every item in the budget.

He then went on to say that negotia-
tion would not be limited just to the
budget. He said:

I will sit down and work with anyone of
any party, not only to talk about the budget

. about ways to improve the health care
system ... and about ways that we can
shrink our long-term deficits.

Congress has now upheld its end of
the bargain. The American people can
now judge whether the President will
uphold his.

In the next 90 days, let’s demonstrate
that Congress can indeed work in a bi-
partisan fashion and tackle our most
serious problems now: a weak econ-
omy, a growing national debt, and a
health care law that isn’t ready for im-
plementation.

It is important to note that the
House took steps necessary to initiate
negotiation. Therefore, in fairness, the
President and the Senate need to come
to the table. History will record wheth-
er the President fulfills his repeated
pledges and addresses these barriers to
America’s economic exceptionalism.

Last week, many of us in the Cham-
ber extended a hand of bipartisan co-
operation to the President. But as
President Reagan once said:

Trust, but verify.

———

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. BusToS) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about an important pro-
vision that I worked hard on with a bi-
partisan group of Illinois Senators and
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House Members to have included in the
new Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act. This bill, also known as
WRRDA, is a vital piece of legislation
that Congress will consider later today.

Our provision would help improve the
Nation’s water infrastructure, includ-
ing the aging locks and dams along the
Mississippi and Illinois Rivers, through
public-private partnerships that would
expedite projects and save taxpayers
money. It comes from a House and Sen-
ate, Democrat and Republican bill
called the Water Infrastructure Now
Public Private-Partnership Act.

I was proud to introduce this bill ear-
lier this year with Senators Durbin and
Kirk and Representative RODNEY
DAvis, all proudly of Illinois. Our pro-
vision would help clear a $60 billion
backlog in the U.S. Army Corps of En-
gineers projects that will take decades
to complete without outside invest-
ment. It does this by creating a pilot
program to explore agreements be-
tween the Army Corps of Engineers and
private entities as alternatives to tra-
ditional financing, planning, design,
and construction models.

The Mississippi and Illinois Rivers
are absolutely critical to the economic
well-being of my region in Illinois, the
entire Midwest, and the United States
and the world. These locks and dams
were built during the administration of
Franklin Roosevelt and are now close
to 80 years old. This is why action must
be taken to expand and modernize the
locks and dams that help transport our
goods and products worldwide.

By encouraging public-private part-
nerships, our bipartisan effort will help
make the movement of the high-qual-
ity goods of our region, whether they
be from any of the numerous farmers
and manufacturers that call Illinois
home, more swift, efficient, and safe.

To put this in perspective, the Mis-
sissippi River is the world’s largest
navigable inland waterway. Just on the
Mississippi River alone, 60 percent—
well over half—of the Nation’s agricul-
tural goods are transported. It is abso-
lutely critical to American commerce
and the smooth movement of goods
that this is made as efficient as pos-
sible.

Our bill fits perfectly into that equa-
tion, and it is good for the taxpayer,
the farmer, and industry. I am very
proud of that.

In addition to our efforts to improve
our Nation’s locks and dams, the Water
Resources Reform and Development
Act also contains many provisions that
will boost local economies across our
country. The WRRDA bill will lead to
upgraded water transportation systems
and offer vulnerable communities bet-
ter protection against flooding, which
is very important to the region that I
represent. It will promote America’s
competitiveness, prosperity, and eco-
nomic growth for years to come.

Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress to
work with those I don’t always agree
with and who don’t always agree with
me, but as a way to find commonsense,
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reasonable solutions to create jobs and
lay the foundation for a stronger mid-
dle class.

I was proud that the WRRDA bill
passed out of the House Transportation
Committee on a bipartisan, unanimous
basis. I give a great deal of credit to
Transportation Committee Chairman
BILL. SHUSTER, Ranking Member NICK
RAHALL, Subcommittee Chairman BOB
GIBBS, Subcommittee Ranking Member
TIiM BIsHOP, and all of my colleagues on
the committee for their hard work over
the last year. It is truly an example of
congressional Republicans and Demo-
crats working together, and I hope it is
something that we will see a lot more
of.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this important job-
creating bill when it comes to the floor
later today.

———

FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY: THE
BATTLE RESUMES IN 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, Benjamin Franklin once advised:

When you run in debt, you give to another
power over your liberty.

Washington is in an epic political
battle that controls America’s destiny
for decades to come. The fight is be-
tween those who are financially re-
sponsible and have the understanding
and backbone needed to prevent an
American bankruptcy, and those who
do not.

Last week, mainstream news media
pundits declared a great win for Demo-
crats and President Obama when the
Federal Government reopened and the
debt ceiling was raised. To the con-
trary, and for reasons I will explain,
last week was a major loss for the
American people.

America’s economy suffers from a $17
trillion debt—the worse in history—
and b years of deficits averaging more
than a trillion dollars per year. Again,
the worst in history.

During the past 5 years, the Federal
Government borrowed 30 percent of its
spending. How many families and busi-
nesses can avoid bankruptcy if, year
after year, 30 percent of their spending
is borrowed money? Not many, and not
for long. Yet that is exactly what our
country, America, is doing.

Economic principles don’t care if you
are a family, a business, or a country.
If you borrow more money than you
can pay back, you go bankrupt.

Mr. Speaker, America has
warned.

President Obama’s Comptroller Gen-
eral Dodaro warns America’s finances
are on an ‘‘unsustainable path.”
Former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff Admiral Mike Mullen warns that
our greatest national security threat is
not Iran, al Qaeda, China, or Russia; it
is our debt burden that undermines our
ability to pay for America’s national
defense and thus risks our national se-
curity.

been
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Detroit and Stockton bankruptcies
mean retirees may lose their pensions.
Greece, another debtor nation, has a 27
percent unemployment rate—worse
than any year in America’s Great De-
pression.

There are good and bad ways to fund
the Federal Government and raise the
debt ceiling. Last week, Washington
chose the worst way by not fixing the
underlying problems: deficits and debt.
Instead, Washington again kicked the
can down the road, forcing America to
revisit government funding issues in
January and the debt ceiling issues in
February, with one major difference:
America will be financially weaker and
less able to face the problem because
we will be burdened by another half-
trillion dollars in debt.

Mr. Speaker, another half-trillion
dollars in debt. I wonder why you
didn’t hear that from the media pun-
dits.

What did America get for another
half-trillion dollars in debt? Not one
penny in spending cuts, not a single
economic policy that creates jobs and
grows our economy, and nothing that
fixes our deficit and debt problem.
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What Washington did last week is
akin to a sick patient going to the
emergency room and getting pain-kill-
ing drugs that help the patient feel
good, yet do nothing to cure the dis-
ease that ultimately Kkills the patient.
In the real world, that is medical mal-
practice. Similarly, Washington’s re-
fusal last week to cure our deficit and

debt disease was governing mal-
practice.
Mr. Speaker, America enjoys pros-

perity today because past generations
sacrificed to make us who we are. We
have the same obligation to our de-
scendents.

President George Washington once
advised Congress:

No pecuniary consideration is more urgent
than the regular redemption and discharge of
the public debt. On none can delay be more
injurious.

George Washington gave prudent ad-
vice in 1793. It is prudent advice now.
Washington must cut out-of-control
spending and balance the budget before
America’s debt burden spirals out of
control and is so great that we cannot
recover. Failure risks a bankruptcy
that will destroy the America it took
our ancestors generations—centuries—
to build.

Mr. Speaker, the fight for America
resumes in January on properly fund-
ing the government and in February on
properly raising the debt ceiling. Ours
is a fight America must win. Congress
and the White House must rise to the
challenge and be financially respon-
sible when funding the government and
raising the debt ceiling. America’s fu-
ture as a great Nation and a world
power depends on it.
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IN HONOR OF LUIS FERRE ON THE
10TH ANNIVERSARY OF HIS
PASSING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, Mon-
day marked the 10th anniversary of the
passing of Luis Ferre. I rise this morn-
ing to pay tribute to this giant of a
man whom The New York Times called
the ‘‘dominant force in the politics,
economy and culture of Puerto Rico”
for much of the 20th century.

In a real sense, Don Luis personified
his beloved Puerto Rico, embodying
both its progress and its struggles. He
was born in Ponce in 1904, a few years
after Puerto Rico became a U.S. terri-
tory; was a teenager when island resi-
dents were granted American citizen-
ship in 1917; served as a delegate to the
convention that drafted Puerto Rico’s
local constitution in the early 1950s;
was elected as the island’s governor in
1968; served as a member of the Puerto
Rico Senate, including as its president,
in the late 1970s and early 1980s; and re-
mained engaged in public life as a re-
vered elder statesman well beyond his
formal retirement from politics.

Don Luis lived to age 99, but it was
the fullness of his life, not its length,
that is so remarkable. Trained as an
engineer at MIT and as a classical pi-
anist at the New England Conservatory
of Music, Ferre was a true renaissance
man. He loved ideas, intellectual de-
bate and culture, founding the re-
nowned Ponce Museum of Art; but he
was also at home in the practical world
of business, taking a small company
and transforming it into one of Puerto
Rico’s most successful conglomerates.
He published a newspaper, now called
El Nuevo Dia, which is run by his
grandchildren, and has the largest cir-
culation of any periodical on the is-
land. Don Luis was also a committed
philanthropist, who took to heart the
biblical axiom: to whom much is given,
much is expected.

In 1991, Ferre was awarded the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, the Nation’s
highest civilian honor, by President
George H.W. Bush, who called Ferre ‘‘a
public servant of the first order” and
an ‘‘extraordinary leader in the life of
Puerto Rico.”

On a personal level, Ferre refuted the
notion that great men are seldom good
men. Like any effective leader, he was
tough when he needed to be, but he was
also kind, warm and generous, inspir-
ing affection and loyalty as well as re-
spect. Don Luis was a gentleman
through and through. He was ‘old
school” in the best sense of the term.

Few, if any, Puerto Ricans have ac-
complished as much in their lives as
Don Luis or have left behind such a
lasting legacy. A proud Republican and
founder of the local New Progressive
Party, Ferre did not live to see his goal
of statehood for Puerto Rico realized,
but he encouraged and mentored a new
generation of leaders who understand
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that Puerto Rico’s ‘‘colonial status,”
as Don Luis called it, deprives island
residents of political and civil rights,
hinders their economic progress and
harms their quality of life. As I and
other pro-statehood advocates work to
perfect Puerto Rico’s union with the
U.S., we are guided by Don Luis’ exam-
ple and draw strength from his mem-
ory.

Ferre once described himself as revo-
lutionary in his ideas, liberal in his ob-
jectives, and conservative in his meth-
ods. Thanks to Don Luis and others,
statehood is no longer a revolutionary
idea. It has become the predominant
force in Puerto Rico politics while sup-
port for the status quo continues to de-
cline and support for separate nation-
hood remains slight.

Last November, a clear majority of
voters in Puerto Rico rejected terri-
tory status, and more voters expressed
a preference for statehood than for any
other status option. I wish Don Luis
had been alive to witness this historic
event. When Puerto Rico does become a
state, as I know it will, we will look
back upon Luis Ferre’s life and say
that this man, as much as any other
man, was responsible for this crowning
achievement.

ACCELERATING THE END OF
BREAST CANCER ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, October
is National Breast Cancer Awareness
Month.

It is estimated that almost 40,000
women in the United States will die of
breast cancer this year. Those are
mothers, sisters, grandmothers, wives,
daughters. We will miss them, and it
shouldn’t be. Thousands of men will be
diagnosed with breast cancer as well.

Breast cancer is the second leading
cause of cancer deaths among women
in the United States. Globally, breast
cancer accounts for one-quarter of all
cancers suffered by women. Every fam-
ily probably in this Chamber today and
across America has been touched in its
life by somebody who has had breast
cancer, and I am certainly no excep-
tion. My mother-in-law, Ruth Eskew
Capito, died tragically at age 51—diag-
nosed with breast cancer. I never knew
her as a mother-in-law, and my chil-
dren never got to enjoy the pleasures of
having her as their grandmother. The
emptiness and the hurt never go away.

With the efforts of many dedicated to
fighting breast cancer, we are making
some progress—but limited progress—
in stopping premature deaths caused
by this terrible disease. In 1991, an av-
erage of 119 women in the United
States died of breast cancer each day.
Today, more than 20 years later, an av-
erage of 108 women will die of the dis-
ease each day. So between the years of
2000 and 2009, the cancer mortality rate
for women has declined by 1.9 percent
annually.
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We must accelerate the progress we
are making in finding new lifesaving
treatments for breast cancer. That is
why I, along with a bipartisan group of
cosponsors, introduced H.R. 1830, the
Accelerating the End of Breast Cancer
Act. The Accelerating the End of
Breast Cancer Act sets a national goal
of ending deaths from the disease by
2020. This bill would establish a com-
mission that would direct Federal and
private sector resources towards the
promising treatments aimed at stop-
ping metastasis, or the spread of breast
cancer, to other parts of the body.

The legislation is not designed to
spend more taxpayers’ dollars. In fact,
the bill does not authorize any new
Federal spending. Instead, it is de-
signed to direct our existing research
dollars in the most efficient way pos-
sible. The Accelerating the End of
Breast Cancer Act will not duplicate
the efforts of existing government
agencies and programs. It will, instead,
provide a vital check and balance and
will help ensure our limited research
dollars are funding the most promising
science in the area of breast cancer re-
search. In working in this way and in
building on the decades of Federal in-
vestment and achievement in breast
cancer research, we can move forward
to end breast cancer and learn how to
prevent the disease within the next
decade.

So far, there are 172 House Members
from both parties and all ideologies
who have cosponsored this legislation.
I invite my colleagues today, in this
month of October—National Breast
Cancer Awareness Month—who have
not yet cosponsored, to join us in a co-
sponsorship. I look forward to working
with Members on both sides of the aisle
to spur the development of new life-
saving treatments for those with
breast cancer. The hope to end breast
cancer can become a reality. Let’s join
together to make that happen.

————

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
voice my concerns about provisions in
the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act that put communities,
taxpayers and the environment at risk
by undermining the National Environ-
mental Policy Act.

NEPA reviews have been useful for
identifying potentially costly problems
with water projects, allowing changes
to save taxpayer dollars and avoid
delays. This bill contains so-called
“‘streamlining’’ provisions based on the
flawed notion that NEPA is causing
project delays; but studies have shown
that other factors, like insufficient
funding for the Corps, are the cause of
delays. The bill limits public participa-
tion in the decision-making process,
which will deny the Corps the benefit
of public and expert input.
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I ask the chairman to work, as this
bill moves forward, to ensure that the
bill does not degrade the NEPA proc-
ess. I also hope that the chairman will
work with me to provide the Corps the
authority to perform ecosystem res-
toration work on lands owned by other
Federal agencies, which is needed to
complete important projects such as
the South San Francisco Bay Salt
Pond Restoration Project. I tried to
offer a simple amendment to the Water
Resources Reform and Development
Act today, but the Rules Committee
did not make my amendment in order.

Currently, the Army Corps of Engi-
neers has the authority to use con-
struction funds to perform flood pro-
tection work on lands owned by other
Federal agencies, but the Corps does
not have the legal authority to use
construction funds to perform eco-
system restoration work on lands
owned by other Federal agencies. In
2013, we all believe that good flood pro-
tection projects must incorporate eco-
system restoration, and the Corps has
the ability to do integrated projects
like this everywhere else except on
lands owned by another Federal agen-
cy. This poses a significant hurdle in
the case of the South San Francisco
Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project,
which seeks to return the San Fran-
cisco Bay to its natural state and pro-
vide flood protection and wetlands res-
toration.

In this case, the State of California
and the United States Government,
through the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, own the land on which the
project will be performed even though
most of the funding to buy the land
came from the State and non-Federal
interests. The Corps has told the local
partners that it does not have the legal
authority to perform the ecosystem
restoration aspects of this work on
lands owned by the Fish and Wildlife
Service and that it needs Congress to
provide that authority. My amendment
simply sought to fix this situation by
granting the Corps that authority so it
could pursue this joint flood protection
and ecosystem restoration project.

I ask Chairmen SHUSTER and GIBBS
and Ranking Members RAHALL and
BisHOP to work with me as this bill
goes to conference with the Senate in
order to provide the Corps with the au-
thority it needs to carry out this
project and projects for which it has al-
ready been authorized to perform feasi-
bility studies.

————

A TRIBUTE TO A TEXAS LEGEND,
BUM PHILLIPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. OLSON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, my home-
town of Houston, Texas, lost an icon
last week, Bum Phillips.

Bum coached the Houston Oilers in
their heyday, 19756 through 1980.
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Twice during that tenure, they came
within one game of going to the Super
Bowl.

Bum was loved because he was more
than a football coach. He was a true
Texan who happened to be a football
coach—a Houston, Texas, football
coach.

Bum understood the rivalry between
Dallas, Texas, and Houston, Texas. He
said:

The Dallas Cowboys may be America’s
team, but the Houston Oilers are Texas’
team.

He knew football was just a game.

As he said:

Winning is only half of it. Having fun is
the other half.

And he had fun.

In 1977, the Oilers drafted a star run-
ning back from Texas, Earl Campbell, a
Heisman Trophy winner, a University
of Texas graduate, a Longhorn from
Tyler, Texas. In their first practice,
Earl finished dead last in the mile run
of the whole team. A reporter asked
Bum if he was worried about Earl,
could he perform in the NFL. Bum
dead-panned:

When it’s first and a mile, I won’t give it
to him.

He loved his players, nobody more so
than Earl Campbell. Bum showed his
love for Earl by saying:

I don’t know if Earl is in a class by him-
self, but I do know that when that class gets
together, it sure don’t take long to call the
roll.

Love ya, Blue; love ya, Bum. Thanks
for the memories. God has a small class
waiting for you in Heaven, and, yes, it
won’t take long to take the roll.

God bless Bum Phillips.

———

SUSTAINING THE ARAB SPRING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. SCHIFF) for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, when a
Tunisian fruit vendor set himself on
fire nearly 3 years ago to protest his
lack of economic opportunity and mal-
treatment at the hands of local police,
his desperate act touched off a political
revolution that has convulsed the Arab
world from the Maghreb to the Gulf.

First in Tunisia and then in Egypt,
popular protests toppled long-serving
autocrats while Libyan dictator Muam-
mar Qadhafi was ousted by NATO-
backed rebels. Elsewhere, from Bahrain
to Syria, regimes have proven more re-
silient and, in several cases, willing to
use extreme levels of violence to main-
tain their survival.

So, in the waning months of the third
year of what has been dubbed the
“Arab Spring,” the future of a large
swath of the global community re-
mains uncertain. With Egypt under
military control and Syria ablaze, it is
not surprising that many here in the
United States and elsewhere in the
West view each new development with
concern that an already volatile region
could spiral completely out of control.
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The situation in Syria is undoubtedly
grim and Egypt faces a prolonged pe-
riod of instability, but the news is not
uniformly bad. In Tunisia, the Islamist
government, headed by the Enhadda
Party, has acceded to opposition de-
mands that it hand over power to a
caretaker government and schedule
new elections.

Tiny Tunisia could again show its
larger neighbors that a democratic
transition—even an extended one of
several intermediate steps—is possible
in a region buffeted by the crosscur-
rents of religion, tribalism, and
authoritarianism, and fueled by a huge
demographic bulge of young people who
are better educated and more con-
nected to the world than their parents
but who lack jobs and hope.

But even if Tunisia’s next govern-
ment is more reflective of the desires
of the Tunisian people and is able to
attack the problems that have retarded
the country’s progress, the pace of
change will be slower than many
Tunisians will desire. Entrenched in-
terests and institutions connected to
the ancien regime, what Egyptians
have dubbed the ‘‘deep state,’” will con-
spire to stand in the way of a brighter
future for Tunisia’s people and slow the
pace of change throughout the region.

Around the world, but especially here
in Washington, the regional develop-
ments have fostered unease as events
on the ground have proven less than
amenable to external ‘“‘management.”
The power of entrenched interests was
more than offset by the early strength
of Islamist parties in Tunisia and
Egypt, giving rise to the fear of secular
autocracies being supplanted by theo-
cratically-oriented governments that
would embrace the principle of ‘‘one
man, one vote, one time.”’

This fear of an Islamist takeover has
had two main effects in the first years
of the Arab transition. The first is that
it served to inhibit the American re-
sponse for fear of strengthening the
Islamists’ hold or provoking a popular
backlash. The other has been to drive a
wedge between the United States and
the Gulf Arab monarchs, who have
been the most resistant to change and
accommodation and understand fully
the implications for their rule.

But change will be hard to resist. The
same forces that swept aside Egypt’s
Mubarak and Tunisia’s Ben Ali are at
work throughout the region. The
United States needs to craft policies
that acknowledge the centrality of
that fact, as well as the reality that
this is a process that will play itself
out over a generation and perhaps
longer. We need to build mechanisms
capable of supporting a transition in
the Arab world in three dimensions: po-
litical, economic, and civil society.

Next week, I will discuss how the
U.S. can help foster these three pillars
of democratic development in a way
that can be sustained without requir-
ing an outsized share of our limited re-
sources. In the weeks to come, I will be
sharing a few more detailed thoughts
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on the struggles going on in Egypt, Tu-
nisia, Syria, Iran, and elsewhere in this
critical and dangerous part of the
world.

The yearning for freedom is a uni-
versal one, but getting there has never
been easy. The Egyptians, Syrians,
Tunisians, and others have taken the
first step towards taking their soci-
eties back. We must stand ready to
help, and we must be prepared for a
long and uneven journey.

——————

THE WATER RESOURCES REFORM
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I come from the great State
of Michigan, also known as the Great
Lakes State, and I have lived my entire
life along the shores of this national
treasure. For those of us in Michigan
and the other Great Lakes States, the
Great Lakes are not just a source of
much of our drinking water or a place
that we go to enjoy their natural beau-
ty or recreational opportunities or
where so many work and make a liv-
ing; they are central to our very iden-
tity. That is why I have made the pro-
tection of the Great Lakes a principal
advocacy during all of the years that I
have been in public service.

The Great Lakes actually represent
fully one-fifth of the freshwater drink-
ing supply on the entire planet. They
provide the drinking water supply to
tens of millions in our Nation and mil-
lions more in Canada as well. They are
also vital to our economy. Over 160
million tons of commercial cargo is
shipped on the Great Lakes. This com-
merce supports over 227,000 jobs and
contributes over $33 billion to the econ-
omy.

The recreational aspect of the Great
Lakes also builds our economy. Rec-
reational boating on the Great Lakes
supports over 100,000 jobs and $16 bil-
lion in economic activity. The sec-
ondary effect of all of that means an
additional 244,000 jobs and $19 billion in
additional economic activity. Of
course, that includes boat manufactur-
ers, marinas, charter operators, and
other businesses as well. So, a healthy
Great Lakes system is not only impor-
tant to our economy in Michigan or
the Great Lakes States, it is important
for the entire Nation.

Today, unfortunately, the use of
those waters is threatened by our in-
ability to maintain our ports, our
channels, and our harbors. A decade—
we have had actually a decade—of
below normal water levels and very
limited or uncoordinated Federal fund-
ing for harbor dredging and infrastruc-
ture repair has dramatically curtailed
shipping, and it has made, actually,
some of our recreational harbors al-
most inaccessible. In fact, this year,
many of our recreational harbors were
really in crises as low water levels
made the need for dredging vital to the
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economic survival of so many commu-
nities.

We as a Nation, Mr. Speaker, must
recognize the importance of the Great
Lakes and give this natural wonder the
properly coordinated support that it
needs. That is why I have joined with
several of my Michigan colleagues—
BILL HUIZENGA and DAN BENISHEK—to
introduce the Great Lakes Navigation
System Sustainability Act. Our legisla-
tion is supported by the Great Lakes
Maritime Task Force, the Great Lakes
Metro Chambers of Commerce, the
Lakes Carriers Association, the Amer-
ican Great Lakes Port Association, the
Great Lakes Small Harbors Coalition,
the National Marine Manufacturers As-
sociation, the United States Great
Lakes Shipping Association, and the
Great Lakes Commission, as well as
the Great Lakes Governors Associa-
tion.

I am very pleased that the chairman
of the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, BILL SHUSTER,
worked with us to include important
provisions of that legislation in the
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act, also known as WRRDA,
which we will be voting on in this
House later on today.

The most important of these provi-
sions will establish the Great Lakes
Navigational System and require the
Army Corps of Engineers to look at the
Great Lakes system in its entirety
rather than looking at it port by port
when they are thinking about dredging
and maintenance. This would really
end the practice of pitting one port in
the Great Lakes against another, and,
instead, it focuses on the interdepend-
ence of all of them.

The WRRDA bill also helps recognize
our recreational harbors by providing
10 percent of all the funds authorized
by the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund
to be directed to recreational harbors.
This type of funding will allow rec-
reational harbors across the Great
Lakes to have another opportunity for
needed dredging support, places like
Port Huron, Lexington, Port Sanilac,
Harbor Beach, Port Austin, Sebewaing,
and many others—those are just in my
district—but there are so many others
throughout the entire basin as well.

Mr. Speaker, if you travel to the
State of Michigan and visit the shores
of the Great Lakes, you will find the
magnificence of what we call ‘‘pure
Michigan.” But, as possessive as those
of us from Michigan are of the Great
Lakes, we also recognize that they are
“‘pure American,” so this incredible
natural wonder deserves the recogni-
tion and protection from our entire Na-
tion. Today, we can take a very impor-
tant step forward in the protection of
the Great Lakes, our magnificent
Great Lakes, by passing the WRRDA
bill.

I certainly urge all of my colleagues
to join me in supporting this bill.
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THE WATER RESOURCES REFORM
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I come to the floor today to submit
for the RECORD a summary of the tran-
script of the bipartisan briefing I re-
cently hosted along with my good
friend from the great State of Florida,
TREY RADEL, on the crucial environ-
mental issues facing our waterways in
Florida. During a time of the most dis-
couraging examples of partisan grid-
lock, we were able to come together
with many people on both sides of the
aisle to work toward solutions to the
ongoing crisis in our waterways.

There is no denying that an environ-
mental crisis is taking place up and
down the Indian River Lagoon. Record-
breaking rainfall, out-of-date engineer-
ing, and urban and agricultural runoff
are all damaging our waterways. To
bring attention to this important mat-
ter, we invited community members
who have been directly impacted by
the water so polluted with bacteria and
toxic algae that health officials told
people to avoid contact with the water.
In an area where the economy depends
on water for our local livelihood, this
pollution is having devastating effects.

Members of our community took
great lengths to make their voices
heard in Congress. Many flew up here,
others fundraised to take a bus, using
money out of their own pocket to make
sure that Washington heard how they
have been directly impacted by pol-
luted and toxic waterways.

Despite the government shutdown
and the inability of any Federal agency
officials to attend, we were pleased to
see so many engaged constituents in
the room with us as we spoke to many
Members who have important leader-
ship roles in the House itself—the Ap-
propriations Committee, the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee,
and many among the Florida delega-
tion.

At the briefing, we not only discussed
the problems but the solutions, both
short-term and long-term, that can
only come from a mutual under-
standing of the problem and coopera-
tion of local, State, and Federal enti-
ties. Solutions such as completing Ev-
erglades restoration projects like the
Indian River Lagoon-South project and
funding the completion of C-44 compo-
nents of this project as soon as possible
to grant relief to the already battered
St. Lucie Estuary are critical. We must
also fight for quick and effective re-
pairs to the Herbert Hoover Dike that
will allow for the safe retention of
more water in Lake Okeechobee.

There was also broad agreement on
the importance of passing WRRDA so
we can move forward with Everglades
restoration efforts that will benefit all
of our communities. Additionally,
WRRDA will streamline processes so
ongoing and future projects can ad-
vance more efficiently and expedi-
tiously.
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It has been almost 7 years since the
last water resource bill was authorized,
stalling progress on local environ-
mental projects, so I am beyond
pleased to see the House take up this
important bill today.

After passing WRRDA, we need to
continue to pressure for the chief sup-
port for the Central Everglades Plan-
ning Project so that these important
projects can move forward as well. In
the current no-spending climate in
Congress, it is difficult to fight for
funding for these critical projects to
address the pollution impacting our
local waterways, but there is a dif-
ference between smart investments and
wasteful spending, which is something
I have been working hard to tackle
these past 10 months.

Infrastructure and environmental
projects are not only crucial to im-
prove the health of our waterways but
to provide a 3 to 1 return on invest-
ment. Furthermore, funding for Ever-
glades projects is equally matched by
the State so they, too, have skin in the
game, highlighting the importance of
cooperation across all levels of govern-
ment to work towards real solutions to
address the challenges facing our wa-
terways.

Mr. Speaker, these issues are simply
too important to ignore. That is why I
am here today with this bottle of pol-
luted water behind me to show the se-
verity of this ongoing crisis. I remain
focused on this issue of great concern
to our community, our environment,
our economy, and our entire way of
life. No one person can make all these
things happen. It takes advocacy and
action at all levels of government. To
that end, I will include a summary of
this briefing to be entered into the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to educate all
Members of Congress on this important
issue and the role we all play in ad-
dressing it.

——

OBAMACARE EXCHANGES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. ELLMERS) for 5
minutes.

Mrs. ELLMERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak about the failures tak-
ing place with the launch of the
ObamacCare exchange through
healthcare.gov. Since October 1, this
Web site has been plagued with delays,
errors, and fundamental flaws in the
Web site design. This prompted USA
Today to call it an ‘‘inexcusable mess”’
and ‘‘nightmare.” In addition to the
technological failure, the Web site
leaves Americans open to exposure of
privacy information. Buried in the
source code of healthcare.gov, a para-
graph reads:

You have no reasonable expectation of pri-
vacy regarding any data stored on this infor-
mation system. At any time, the government
may monitor, intercept, search, and seize
any data stored on this information system.
Any data stored on this information system
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may be disclosed or used for any lawful gov-
ernment purpose.

Consumer Reports states:

It’s not worth the hassle, at least not for
now. Stay away from healthcare.gov for at
least another month if you can.

This is not reassuring for Americans
entering personal, medical, and finan-
cial information onto a government
Web site, especially when Congress is
still reviewing the IRS for gross mis-
management in collecting private indi-
vidual information.

John McAfee, founder of McAfee
Antivirus, emphasized last Wednesday:

Millions of Americans could have their
identities stolen as a result of signing up for
ObamacCare.

Despite these major malfunctions
and structural defects, the administra-
tion still has penalties in place for in-
dividuals that don’t obtain coverage.

Mr. Speaker, this is not acceptable.

Prior to October 1, my colleagues and
I emphasized the inability of the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices to implement these exchanges.
Therefore, if an individual does not
wish to subject themselves to the risk
of identity theft, they should be al-
lowed to make that decision without
the consequence of fines forced by the
Federal Government. That is why I am
working on legislation right now to en-
sure that Americans are not being pun-
ished for failing to buy a health care
plan from a dysfunctional system.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, the Asso-
ciated Press reported that, to date,
only 476,000 people have enrolled. Mind
you, that is 476,000 Americans that are
left open to identity theft. I would like
to point out that this is out of 36
States enrolled in the Federally-Facili-
tated Marketplace—36 States. At one
point, healthcare.gov posted error mes-
sages in at least 24 of those 36 States.

Further, according to the
USASpending.gov, over $600 million of
taxpayer dollars have been spent set-
ting up these failed exchanges. Mr.
Speaker, this is an insult to the Amer-
ican taxpayers.

CGI Group, one of the main contrac-
tors for healthcare.gov, reported that
the site’s design was changed about a
month before its debut to prevent users
from comparing prices without reg-
istering for an account. Why would the
administration agree to remove the
price comparison option when the
President has promised the country af-
fordable health care? It is because, for
some, health care rates may become
simply unaffordable.

The administration announced they
would provide a new ‘‘shop and browse”’
feature to the Web site. However, this
new feature is not giving consumers
the real price. In some cases, people
could end up paying double what they
see on the Web site. For example, CBS
News ran the numbers for a 48-year-old
woman in Charlotte, North Carolina,
who is ineligible for subsidies. Accord-
ing to healthcare.gov, she would pay
$231 a month, but the actual plan on
the Blue Cross and Blue Shield North
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Carolina Web site costs $360 a month.
This is more than a 50 percent increase.
The difference: Blue Cross and Blue
Shield requests your birth date before
providing more accurate estimates,
further proving the point that monopo-
lies are problematic as well, especially
in North Carolina.

Hundreds of millions of taxpayer dol-
lars are being spent on a system that
does not work. Therefore, there is one
question we must all ask ourselves: Is
the Affordable Care Act really afford-
able?

———————

CONSEQUENCES OF GOVERNMENT
SHUTDOWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I think
it is important before we move into the
weeks ahead that we take a minute and
ask ourselves what happened last week
during the shutdown? What were the
consequences of the shutdown? What
did the shutdown mean to Americans?
It is important to pause and ask, What
really happened? Because as the days
roll by, people are going to just move
on to the next thing.

Let’s be clear: this irresponsible
shutdown cost the economy $24 billion
in lost economic output, or about 0.6
percent of annualized growth, accord-
ing to Standard & Poor’s. That is $24
billion of people not making purchases
that they had planned to because they
thought they had better hold on to
their money because they didn’t know
what was going to happen. That is $24
billion of businesses that did business
with people who were Federal employ-
ees who didn’t have their check or
didn’t know if they were going to have
it.

I mean, the untold damage that the
Republican majority in the House did
to this economy is a shameful thing,
and they did it for one reason and one
reason only: to deny millions of Ameri-
cans affordable health care. Now, I
think that it is important to mark this
moment and to be very clear about
what happened and the losses we in-
curred. This economy lost 120,000 jobs,
according to the Council of Economic
Advisers; 120,000 jobs because of lower
demand, because of a number of things.
A number of people were losing their
livelihood because of the shutdown,
again, because the majority in the
House sees fit to deny millions of
Americans affordable health care.

Now, in the days to come now that
the shutdown is over, there is no ques-
tion they will try to amp up and build
up the bugs in the computer system,
but thousands of people are getting
health care and signing up right now.
The news is actually good, and there
has never been a system that is new
that didn’t have problems. In fact, my
friends on the Republican side of the
aisle, I invite them to go back to Medi-
care part D, the prescription drug ben-
efit in which they said that Big
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Pharma didn’t have to compete for
prices, they just could demand the
price and we had to pay it, the one that
created the doughnut hole. In the be-
ginning, there were all Kkinds of
glitches associated with that system.

So, yes, we are working out bugs, but
they are being worked out, and there
are thousands of people every day who
are getting the health care access they
never would have had and insurance re-
form that they never would have had if
the Republicans would have had their
way.

Also, I just want to make clear that
people should know that there were in-
dividual stories that occurred that peo-
ple should never forget. Hundreds of
people were furloughed, and thousands
more didn’t know if they were going to
get paid in the month of October. Con-
sider the anxiety that the Republican
majority needlessly inflicted on Amer-
ican families, and inflicted it on public
employees who serve our country every
single day to the best of their ability.
People seeking new Social Security
cards in Minneapolis found the office
closed. That is my district. People say-
ing, Wait a minute, I need a new Social
Security card and can’t get one be-
cause of the Republican shutdown—
that was wrong.

The Veterans Administration offices
were understaffed, and school trips
were canceled because national parks
were closed. It was galling to me that
as the Republicans shut down the na-
tional monuments, they had the audac-
ity, the unmitigated gall, to go to the
World War II Memorial and act like
somebody shut that memorial down
other than them. It is amazing.

I can tell you that this moment,
these last 2 weeks that we saw,
shouldn’t be forgotten. They should be
remembered.

I want to thank the 87 sensible Re-
publicans who voted with the Demo-
crats in order to reopen the govern-
ment, and I just want to let everyone
know that we can debate things here.
We can try to improve the Affordable
Care Act. We can talk about parts that
could be better, and we can make it
better. I encourage us to do that.

But can we not shut down the gov-
ernment and do damage to the Amer-
ican economy just so we can score a po-
litical point and deny health care to
thousands of people, perhaps millions
of people? Can we work out our dif-
ferences in the normal course of legis-
lating?

The Republicans know how to change
the Affordable Care Act. They even
know how to legitimately try to get rid
of it through the 45 ways that they of-
fered legislation to destroy or defund
or delay ObamaCare. They have done it
before, but this time, they didn’t go
through the normal course. They shut
down the government and threatened
default, and that was wrong.

I just want people to remember what
happened. Maybe we can avoid it in the
months ahead, and I certainly hope you
will.
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OBAMACARE IS DISASTROUS LAW
FOR AMERICAN PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Ros-
LEHTINEN). The Chair recognizes the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to actually agree with Presi-
dent Obama that his signature health
care law is indeed much more than a
Web site riddled with technical
glitches. Just ask any hardworking
family in the Second District of Mis-
souri who have seen their premiums
skyrocket, wages decreased, insurance
coverage canceled of late, and hours
cut back at work. The simple truth is
the President’s Web site is just a sign
of what is to come: ObamaCare is a dis-
astrous law for the American people.

One of the most valuable lessons that
I have learned over the last 9 months
as a new Member of Congress is that
more government is never the answer
to the problems facing our Nation.
ObamaCare makes the real problem of
health care costs worse. ObamaCare
has made offering health care for small
business worse. ObamaCare raises pre-
miums, destroys the doctor-patient re-
lationship, and makes the quality of
our health care worse.

When President Obama promised the
American people in 2009: “If you like
your health care plan, you can keep
it,” well, we now know that this claim
was a blatant falsehood.

Time and time again, the President
has only offered broken promises to the
American people. President Obama re-
cently spoke in the Rose Garden about
who is benefiting from government-run
health care; yet he failed to talk about
the millions of Americans who are suf-
fering from it.

I would like to take a moment to
talk about a small business owner from
Missouri’s Second District who is fac-
ing the harsh realities of ObamaCare.
Jenn is the owner of Cotton Babies, a
small business that makes high-quality
diapers for consumers all over the
world. As a result of ObamaCare, her
premiums are projected to double, not
only putting her livelihood in jeopardy,
but her employees’ as well. Now Jenn
is facing a difficult business decision
regarding the employment opportuni-
ties and the price of her products going
forward.

[ 1130

Jenn wrote to me recently and said:

We can’t afford the change in health care
premiums. We manufacture in the USA. We
collectively cause the employment of thou-
sands all over the United States. Hundreds of
small retailers depend on my brands for rev-
enue. We make American-made cloth diaper
brands that help families who literally
choose between diapers and food.

Jenn later went on to say:

I believe in affordable health care. I believe
in taking care of the needy. We provide great
health care insurance to our staff. We pay
for 70 percent of the premium for the staff
members and their entire family. We operate
on microscopic margins and have valued tak-
ing care of our employees over taking a prof-
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it. I simply don’t know how we, as a small
business, are going to be able to shoulder the
load with these changes.

Madam Speaker and ladies and gen-
tlemen, this is just one of the many ex-
amples of real people being hurt by
ObamaCare. It is time we realize that
no matter how many tech experts
President Obama hires to fix his $600
million-plus taxpayer-paid Web site, it
will never stop ObamaCare from hurt-
ing the American people.

As your Representative, I will never
stop fighting until ObamaCare is re-
placed with free market-based solu-
tions that expand access without de-
stroying our economy and lowering the
quality of care.

—————

THE WATER RESOURCES REFORM
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New Hampshire (Ms. KUSTER) for 5
minutes.

Ms. KUSTER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today as a member of the House Sus-
tainable Energy and Environment Coa-
lition to express my strong opposition
to provisions in the bill before us today
that will vastly limit public input and
curtail opportunities to save taxpayers
money.

The provisions I am speaking about
in the WRRDA bill aim to decrease
delays and help move projects forward,
which sounds great in theory. Who
doesn’t want to remove bureaucrat red
tape? But in reality, what the bill does
won’t actually fix the problem that
holds up so many Army Corps projects.

This bill would strictly limit the en-
vironmental review process that has
proven time and again to save taxpayer
dollars. The Assistant Secretary of the
Army for Civil Works has even testified
about this fact before the United
States Senate. The real reason for
projects being delayed is simply that
the Congress authorizes around $20 bil-
lion worth of projects but then only ap-
propriates the funds to cover just $1
billion in projects.

So let’s not try to place all the blame
on the environmental review process, a
review process that has time and time
again saved taxpayer dollars, preserved
historic sites, and protected endan-
gered species, all while producing bet-
ter projects with more public support.

I appreciate the bipartisan work that
Chairman SHUSTER and Ranking Mem-
ber RAHALL have done to put together
this bill. This is an important piece of
legislation that we consider in this
House today.

Once the bill has passed in the House,
I look forward to working with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle as we
conference with the Senate to improve
these provisions that will limit public
input, increase taxpayer costs, and
harm the environment.

———

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
WAGNER). The Chair recognizes the
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gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN) for 5 minutes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, October is a time to highlight the
corrosive effects that domestic vio-
lence has on our country and to remind
our fellow citizens of the work that
still needs to be done to reduce and, in-
deed, eliminate violence against
women and girls.

Earlier this year, I was proud to sup-
port the bipartisan efforts to pass the
reauthorization of the Violence
Against Women Act. One of the new
provisions included in this bill will
open up funding for organizations that
provide employment placement and
training programs for domestic vio-
lence victims.

I would like to highlight the work of
Second Chance Employment Services,
the first and only nonprofit in the
United States that focuses exclusively
on empowering women by helping them
find stable jobs. Dr. Ludy Green is the
founder of Second Chance, and this or-
ganization and many others like it pro-
mote financial security for at-risk
women. I believe that employment is a
key component needed to break the
cycle of violence that plagues too
many women in too many homes in too
many neighborhoods.

I acknowledge the work that Ludy
and so many do each and every day to
make a positive difference in the lives
of women, and I will continue to sup-
port their work. We must all do every-
thing possible to reduce domestic vio-
lence in America, as well as to end the
human trafficking of vulnerable girls
and young women. Sexual trafficking
is modern-day slavery, and this
scourge, along with domestic violence,
must be eradicated before further harm
is done in our communities, our Na-
tion, and worldwide.

Madam Speaker, young girls and
women deserve better. We must do bet-
ter.

————

THE IMPACT OF OUR FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
I want to visit with my colleagues this
morning for a few minutes about the
impact of our Federal Government and
what it is doing to our country’s future
and to future generations. That is
something that has been foremost in
my mind this week.

This week, our family has welcomed
a new baby. Georgia K. Graham was
born in New York City at 2:256 Monday
morning. So as we have welcomed her,
as we think about her future, one of
the things we are discussing is: What
kind of America will she have to grow
up in? How solvent will we be? Will we
still be the country that celebrates the
American Dream? Will we be the coun-
try that focuses on opportunity, that
looks to entrepreneurs and innovators
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to create a better day, not only for
America, but for the entire world?

This is also the time, Madam Speak-
er, as we look at what has happened
with our Nation’s budget, with our Na-
tion’s spending, that we look at the
long-term effects of so many of the pro-
grams and entitlements that are placed
before us. One of those is a program
that is commonly known as
ObamaCare, and some of my colleagues
say: Why is it that we talk about
ObamaCare in conjunction with the
budget? I would like to remind my col-
leagues it is because it is a very expen-
sive program. And I have a chart that
shows what has happened with the cost
of that program since the law was
passed and now as we are focusing on
implementation.

You will see we were told this was to
be a program that would run about $900
billion over a 10-year period of time. It
was to be access to health care insur-
ance for those that did not have that
access. But when we look at the chart
that reflects the Congressional Budget
Office’s findings—this is a chart that
was prepared on the Senate side—what
we see is the cost estimate over that
same 10-year period of time from when
the law was passed. Remember, we had
to pass it in order to read it and find
out what was in it? From when it was
passed, there at $900 billion, to today,
as we look at the implementation of
ObamaCare, it has become a $2.6 tril-
lion-over-10-year program. It is a tri-
pling of costs, and we don’t even have
it out of the starting gates yet. This is
why we are looking at the total cost of
health care.

In the Budget Committee, as we look
at the long-term outlook for our Na-
tion and the implications that our
budget will have on the private sector,
on hardworking taxpayers, what we
find with the cost of health care is that
those programs are expected to double
in their impact on the budget. We have
to remember that every single dollar
the Federal Government has comes out
of the pocket of taxpayers, men and
women who go to work every day and
earn that dollar and then have to send
more and more of that dollar to the
Federal Government.

As we look at the challenges that
face this Nation, we focus on what we
will spend, how we will use that
money, and we think about the chil-
dren, the grandchildren that we have
and their future and the impact our
spending habits today will have on
their tomorrows.

———

THE CONSTITUTION AND
OBAMACARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HALL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HALL. Madam Speaker, in 1776,
with only 1,458 words, our Founding
Fathers declared our Nation’s inde-
pendence from an overreaching govern-
ment that had limited individual free-
dom. A year later, in 1787, with 4,543
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words, our Founding Fathers wrote the
Constitution that established our rep-
resentative democracy, protecting in-
dividual rights, and set in places roles
for states’ rights and a limited Federal
Government based on enumerated pow-
ers.

Fast-forward to 2010, from 1776 to
2010, and the President and Demo-
cratic-controlled House and Senate es-
tablished ObamaCare without a single
Republican vote. This government
takeover of health care is so over-
reaching. The law contains 381,517
words. That is over 83 times as many
words as the Constitution, which only
had 4,543 words.

In addition to the law, the adminis-
tration has published 109 regulations to
implement the law, regulations not
voted on by the Congress, which con-
tain a massive 11,588,500 words, accord-
ing to ENSnews.com. According to
Forbes, the average adult reads about
300 words a minute. That means it
would take the average person 38,628
minutes just to read the regulations. If
someone read 8 hours a day, it would
take them 80 days to read all of the
regulations, let alone understand them.

We are just beginning to see the neg-
ative consequences of this Federal out-
reach in all Americans’ health care de-
cisions. My constituents remain ada-
mantly opposed to ObamaCare. They
continue to write and call my offices,
asking me to destroy as much of this
law as possible because it is raising
premiums, copays, and deductibles.
Many small business owners also tell
me they have stopped hiring workers
and are in the difficult position of cut-
ting hours or employees due to the un-
certainty with the law and its regula-
tions.

In closing, let me just say that we
will continue to see the negative im-
pacts of ObamaCare as more of this law
is implemented in the coming months.
The President needs to recognize how
harmful the health care law is and help
us craft better and more responsible
health care reform.

——————

IN MEMORY OF U.S. ARMY
SPECIALIST PAT TINNELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Speaker, today I
stand to recognize the memory of U.S.
Army Specialist Pat Tinnell, and to
say thank you to all those involved in
creating the Pat Tinnell sports com-
plex in Lake Havasu City, Arizona. The
world-class skate and bike park, which
is nearly the size of a football field, is
dedicated to the 25-year-old American
hero, Pat Tinnell, who loved his fam-
ily, his community, and BMX bike
riding.

Pat volunteered to serve our Nation
and gave his life in Iraq in April of 2006,
protecting the freedoms we hold dear.
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A special thank you to those who
made this park a reality through
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countless fundraising events. Everyone
in the community deserves a thank
you, including Lake Havasu City
Mayor Mark Nexsen and those who
served on the Memorial Sports Park
committee and gave of their time and
talent, national figures like
skateboarding legend Tony Hawk, BMX
rider and philanthropist Rob Dydrik,
and Joe Ciaglia from California Skate
Parks, who designed this beautiful fa-
cility.

Finally, thank you to the family and
loved ones of Pat Tinnell and young
Colin Sasseen, who both lost their lives
all too soon. I hope this park serves as
a reminder that your sons’ memories
will not be forgotten.

Today’s youth are our greatest asset
as a Nation. It is the youth who will
continue to lead this Nation in the
coming years, serve in our Armed
Forces, fight fires, be teachers, doctors,
and maybe you will even be our next
BMX superstar, have a show on MTV,
and make your mark in philanthropy.

Leadership comes in all forms. In
fact, Rob Dydrik said that his success
was the American Dream. The Amer-
ican Dream looks a lot like work, and
work results in success.

It is my hope that the memories of
Pat and Colin are honored by all those
who visit the park.

Thank you and God bless.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
WAGNER). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess until noon today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 45
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Compassionate and merciful God, we
give You thanks for giving us another
day.

Give the Members of this House
strength, fortitude, and patience. Fill
their hearts with charity, their minds
with understanding, their wills with
courage to do the right thing for all of
America.

In the work to be done in the weeks
to come, may they rise together to ac-
complish what is best for our great Na-
tion.

Just as we remembered yesterday the
passing of two former Members of the
people’s House, Tom Foley and Bill
Young, we pray today for the Honor-
able Major Owens. We thank You for
the service he rendered to his constitu-
ents and to our Nation and ask Your
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blessing upon those who mourn his
passing.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. CRAWFORD) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CRAWFORD led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1l-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————

A WEB SITE IS THE LEAST OF
OBAMACARE’S PROBLEMS

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, President
Obama made some big promises with
regard to ObamaCare: if you like your
doctor, you can keep them; same if you
are happy with your insurance. Some-
how, even with new taxes and thou-
sands of pages of regulations, govern-
ment would be able to mandate uni-
versal coverage and simultaneously
save everyone money. That is not pan-
ning out in America.

North Carolinians tell me their poli-
cies are being canceled and their prices
are set to double. Experts are even ad-
vising some Americans to find a way to
lower their incomes to help pay for
ObamaCare. For one family in Cali-
fornia, if they don’t find a way to earn
$2,000 less, they will pay $15,000 for
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health care. If they make less money,
they pay just over $1,000.

It is easy to blame technical glitches
for ObamaCare’s problems. It is harder
to own up to the costly consequences of
forcing a one-size-fits-all health care
prescription onto one-sixth of the
American economy.

As President Obama presses forward
with ObamaCare, a broken Web site is
certainly the least of his problems.

————
JOBS

(Mrs. KIRKPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
the folks in my Arizona district have
seen enough of the partisan nonsense
in Washington. The distractions here
help no one, but jobs do, and that is
why we have to stay focused on eco-
nomic development.

In my district, those opportunities
include strengthening our infrastruc-
ture:

At the Grand Canyon, the trans-can-
yon pipeline is in desperate need of re-
pair, and the Canyon’s maintenance
backlog continues to grow;

In the White Mountains, we can re-
vive the timber industry by building on
the momentum of the Eagar sawmill
and the Fort Apache Timber Company;

And with a new contractor onboard,
it is time to shift the Four Forest Res-
toration Initiative into high gear and
help our forests.

Projects like these create jobs and
improve the quality of life for folks in
rural Arizona. I urge my colleagues to
work together on commonsense efforts
to create jobs.

———
HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
JOSHUA BOWDEN OF VILLA

RICA, GEORGIA

(Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, in Au-
gust, the explosive ordnance disposal
community lost one of its best and
brightest. Staff Sergeant Joshua Bow-
den of Villa Rica, Georgia, was killed
in action on August 31, 2013, at the age
of 28, while serving his country in Af-
ghanistan.

Staff Sergeant Bowden joined the
United States Army in 2005 and was on
his second deployment to Afghanistan.
His awards included the Joint Service
Commendation Medal with Valor, Pur-
ple Heart, Joint Defense Meritorious
Service Medal, NATO Medal, Combat
Action Badge, Senior Explosive Ord-
nance Disposal Badge, Parachutist
Badge, and the Air Assault Badge.

As cochairman of the House EOD
Caucus, along with Congresswoman
SUSAN DAVIS, I was honored to meet
Staff Sergeant Bowden in 2011 during
our caucus’ first annual EOD Day on
the Hill. The purpose of this event was
to educate Members and staff about the
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critical mission EOD forces play in de-
fending American interests, both at
home and abroad. Staff Sergeant Bow-
den was a patriot who was willing to
put himself in the line of fire to defend
our country’s way of life, and I am
proud to have met him.

In September, Staff Sergeant Bowden
was laid to rest at Arlington National
Cemetery. It is important that we reg-
ularly take time to reflect on the sac-
rifices made by our Nation’s service-
men and -women and the veterans who
preceded them.

I am honored to have met Staff Ser-
geant Joshua Bowden, and my
thoughts and prayers are with his
friends and family.

————
DELAY THE INDIVIDUAL MANDATE

(Mr. BARROW of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARROW of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, since October 1, millions of Ameri-
cans have attempted to access
Healthcare.gov to try to learn about
the health insurance coverage they are
required to buy; and every day, we are
learning more and more about the
problems they are facing. Folks are
frustrated, and rightfully so.

I am proud to be part of a bipartisan
effort to reform the law by repealing
the mandate that employers provide
coverage they can’t afford and the
mandate that individuals buy insur-
ance on their own.

Earlier this year, the administration
delayed the employer mandate because
businesses across the country just
weren’t ready, but not the individual
mandate. At the very least, our con-
stituents deserve the same relief that
the businesses got.

This isn’t about pointing fingers.
This is about providing some relief to
the folks we represent who are facing
serious uncertainty because they are
being forced to buy something that is
just not ready.

I urge my colleagues and the admin-
istration to delay the individual man-
date. It is not only the right thing to
do, it is the only practical thing to do.

HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS SPENT
ON HEALTHCARE.GOV

(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with a great concern over the
lack of accountability and trans-
parency we continue to see from the
President and his administration as
they scramble to fix the problems in
the health care exchange and their Web
site platform.

Mr. Speaker, we have walked through
the tragedy of Benghazi, the abuse of
the IRS, the lack of real commitment
from the Attorney General. Mr. Speak-
er, this isn’t right. We need a govern-
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ment that is transparent, that is will-
ing to tell the truth to the American
people.

Three weeks after the rollout of
these exchanges, the administration fi-
nally has come to Capitol Hill, but
they are coming, Mr. Speaker, only to
speak to House Democrats. Now figure
that out. Where is the transparency
there?

The American people deserve to
know the truth of what happened with
the $400 million that was spent on a
Web site to try to enlist people to join
this health care exchange. The Amer-
ican people are being left on the hook
for a Web site that cost hundreds of
millions of dollars, and they deserve
better.

————
ROLLING ALONG

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, it
is always good to have a number of
good news stories for my colleagues
and the American people, and I am de-
lighted to have a good news story,
which is that the Affordable Care Act
is rolling along. I recognize that the
most important aspect of this law is
that Americans, like Kendall Brown in
Oklahoma City, are having their lives
changed in front of their eyes.

She writes to the President that she
has Crohn’s disease and she has already
benefited from the Affordable Care Act
by being able to stay on her parents’
insurance, but now she is able to en-
roll. And she wrote in this letter that
as individuals are debating to delay the
individual mandate—she said:

Mr. President, if they do it, then this is the
last letter that you will receive from me be-
cause I will be dead by the time I am 27 years
old.

So the good news is, my friends, en-
roll. You can use 1-800-318-2596—30,000
calls and only 20 seconds in wait time.
You can use the navigators. You can
use the outreach efforts. You can even
get on the Web and be educated. 1-800-
318-2596.

———

BREAST CANCER AWARENESS
MONTH

(Mr. BENISHEK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in order to recognize the fact
that October is Breast Cancer Aware-
ness Month.

In my home State of Michigan,
breast cancer is currently the second
leading cause of cancer deaths for
women, and it is the most frequently
diagnosed cancer for women in Michi-
gan.

I served as a doctor for 30 years in
northern Michigan. I am all too famil-
iar with how devastating breast cancer
is for patients and their friends and
their loved ones. Thankfully, early de-
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tection rates have increased and mor-
tality rates have decreased nationwide.

This is partially due to the hard
work of the doctors, nurses, and med-
ical professionals who are involved in
diagnosing and treating this illness and
in coming up with innovative new
treatment options. This improvement
is also due to the fundraising, out-
reach, and public awareness efforts of
the groups like the Michigan Breast
Cancer Coalition and the National
Breast Cancer Foundation.

However, there is still much work
left to be done. I urge all of my col-
leagues and all of my constituents to
raise awareness of breast cancer and to
take the steps necessary in order to de-
tect this terrible disease. I encourage
all women to be sure they are up to
date on their mammograms.

———

IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Ms. BONAMICI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, Con-
gress must act without delay to pro-
vide certainty to employers, keep fami-
lies together, and ensure that all chil-
dren raised here in America have ac-
cess to affordable higher education.

Less than a decade ago, it might have
been impossible to imagine that so
many businesses, farmworkers, labor
leaders, educators, and even politicians
would come together to support com-
prehensive reform of our broken immi-
gration system, a system that no
longer reflects our values or national
interests.

The American public has reached
consensus, as has the United States
Senate. It is time for Members of the
House to put aside their differences and
pass a bill that grows the economy,
creates a modernized immigration sys-
tem, enhances our security, and cre-
ates an achievable path to citizenship
for undocumented immigrants.

I encourage the leadership to bring
comprehensive, commonsense, and
compassionate immigration reform
legislation to the House floor this fall.
Mr. Speaker, the time to act is now.

——————

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
today’s much-anticipated and greatly
needed water resources bill will allow
our Nation to develop and maintain
our economically vital ports and wa-
terways and will support flood protec-
tion and environmental restoration ef-
forts.

As a water-centered State, Florida is
uniquely impacted by the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act.
We have 16 seaports which contributed
$96.6 billion to the economy last year,
and our maritime cargo industry sup-
ports more than 680,000 jobs.
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Florida has invested millions in our
ports in preparation for the expansion
of the Panama Canal, and this bill be-
fore us today is a complement to Flor-
ida’s investment in world-class mari-
time infrastructure. Without this bill,
Florida and, indeed, our Nation, as a
whole, are at risk of losing jobs to
nearby foreign ports and their ready or
soon-to-be ready deep draft harbors.

Simply put, this bipartisan water re-
sources bill will create good American
jobs and will grow local economies.
Let’s pass it, Mr. Speaker.

———
0 1215
JOBS

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, last
week, Congress finally took action to
end a painful, unnecessary government
shutdown that cost our economy $24
billion, forced hundreds of thousands of
Federal workers to stay home, and
brought us to the brink of defaulting
on the full faith and credit of the
United States.

While the hardworking men and
women I serve in Rhode Island’s First
District are relieved that Congress fi-
nally did its job, they want all of us to
get back to work on addressing the ur-
gent challenges facing our Nation—cre-
ating jobs, strengthening the economy,
fixing our broken immigration system,
repairing our crumbling infrastructure,
and finding responsible ways to reduce
the Federal debt.

Like all Americans, Rhode Islanders
want their elected officials to get be-
yond the political battles of the mo-
ment and work together on imple-
menting effective policies and innova-
tive solutions that will put our country
on the right track and get Americans
back to work.

Over the past several years, the
House has voted over and over again on
bills that would repeal ObamacCare, re-
strict reproductive freedom for women,
weaken critical environmental stand-
ards, and limit collective bargaining
rights for workers, even though there
is no chance these divisive proposals
would ever be signed into law. It is
time now to get things done.

Each of us should commit to aban-
doning the partisan rhetoric and work-
ing as colleagues to overcome the chal-
lenges facing our country and those we
have the privilege to represent here in
the Congress.

———

OBAMACARE AFFECTING
GEORGIANS

(Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, now that ObamaCare has had
23 days of what has been a disastrous
rollout and hundreds of thousands of
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Americans are getting health insur-
ance cancellation notices, I want to
give you a couple of examples of what
is happening in Georgia.

In our State, the news is not good.
One constituent tells me:

Not only are premiums higher, but we have
to pay more out of pocket. We will end up
spending about $500 to $600 a year on durable
medical supplies that have always been cov-
ered 100 percent. That does not help the mid-
dle class.

Another shared the news that he re-
cently learned from his employer:

My premiums are going up over $1,200 a
year, my deductible is going up by over $1,000
a year, and my out-of-pocket maximum will
move from $3,5600 to $6,500.

That is more than a house payment
for many Georgians, Mr. Speaker.

These are hardworking, middle class
families in my district who were prom-
ised by the President that if they like
their insurance, they could keep their
current health plans. Now these plans
are more expensive and my constitu-
ents have less coverage. This is unac-
ceptable, Mr. Speaker.

Contrary to the President’s promises,
ObamacCare is driving up costs, threat-
ening jobs, and kicking Georgians out
of the plans they like and were prom-
ised they could keep.

——————

REMEMBERING FORMER
CONGRESSMAN MAJOR OWENS

(Ms. VELAZQUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, this
week, New York City lost a Brooklyn
original and our Nation lost a tireless
champion for the powerless.

Representative Major Owens’ district
included parts of my current district,
and I can attest firsthand that he was
beloved throughout Brooklyn.

A librarian before entering politics,
service to community was simply part
of who he was—and that is reflected by
his accomplishments. His work led to
the creation of the YouthBuild initia-
tive at HUD, which, to this day, creates
opportunity for thousands of disadvan-
taged youth through construction in
low-income communities.

Major will also be remembered for
his work on the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act. Always a voice for the
voiceless, he shepherded that historic
bill to enactment, creating a more just
society for millions of Americans.

He is, perhaps, the only Member of
Congress known for composing rap
lyrics. Performing at open mic ses-
sions, he spoke to the issues of our
time, addressing peace, war, poverty,
and social justice through the power of
hip-hop.

Mr. Speaker, those of us in New York
and Brooklyn today mourn the loss of
a neighbor, while our Nation honors
the passing of its public servant.

I hope all my colleagues join me in
paying tribute to and remembering our
friend and former colleague, Major
Owens.
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OPEN ACCESS WEEK

(Mr. YODER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of greater accessi-
bility to taxpayer-funded research.

This week is Open Access Week in
America, and I am proud to be a lead
cosponsor of the Fair Access to Science
and Technology Research Act, better
known as FASTR.

Access to scientific research maxi-
mizes research investments and im-
proves the quality of science while as-
suring transparency and efficient use
of tax dollars. Simply put, taxpayers
should not have to pay for taxpayer-
funded research over and over again.

Policies like FASTR have been a tre-
mendous success already at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, and some of
the best research institutions in Amer-
ica, like my alma mater, the Univer-
sity of Kansas, have helped lead the
charge by instituting open access poli-
cies of their own.

Now it is time to make open access
the law of the land for all publicly
funded research. I urge my colleagues
to make a real impact on the quality of
science and lifesaving research con-
ducted in America, and urge them to
cosponsor and support the Fair Access
to Science and Technology Research
Act.

———

NATIONAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
AWARENESS MONTH

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize National Domestic Vio-
lence Awareness Month, an oppor-
tunity to stand with the millions of
victims who have suffered in silent fear
in their own homes.

Approximately three women are
killed each day as a result of domestic
violence, according to the National
Network to End Domestic Violence.
While our country has made enormous
strides in combating domestic vio-
lence, gaps in Federal law leave mil-
lions vulnerable. In this Nation, one in
six women will find themselves a vic-
tim of stalking in their lifetime. Many
of these encounters turn violent and,
tragically, women are hurt or killed by
their stalkers because of a glaring
loophole in Federal law.

Under current law, convicted stalk-
ers of “‘intimate partners’ are prohib-
ited from possessing firearms, but
women who have had no romantic rela-
tionship with their stalker are left un-
protected.

I have introduced the Protecting Vic-
tims of Stalking Act, legislation that
would address this glaring loophole and
prevent stalkers under restraining or-
ders from purchasing firearms. I hope
you will join me in this effort to reaf-
firm our commitment to protecting the
victims of domestic violence.
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TRIBUTE TO MIKE LANDSBERRY

(Mr. AMODEI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, Mike
Landsberry, a math teacher at Sparks
Middle School, passed away just about
50 hours ago. He was 45 years old, an
Alabama native, high school athlete,
coach, husband, brother, dad, marine,
Nevada Air Guard senior master ser-
geant, and a friend.

Mike Landsberry observed the horror
of an active shooter at his school Mon-
day morning, and simply moved with-
out hesitation, instinctively, into
harm’s way to protect others. In so
doing, Mike made the ultimate sac-
rifice in service to the end to his stu-
dents, his school, and his community.

Coach, you humble us all with your
warrior spirit and compassion. They
will be your lasting legacy. Thank you
for your service, and may you rest in
peace.

HONORING STEPHEN ADUBATO,
SR.

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Stephen Adubato, Sr., the
founder of the North Ward Center and
an inspiring figure of the Newark, New
Jersey, community. To recognize Mr.
Adubato’s achievements and contribu-
tions, a statue of him reading to two
young children will be placed on the
main campus of the North Ward Cen-
ter.

Mr. Adubato began his career in edu-
cation and as a teacher in Newark, and
went on to develop the North Ward
Center in 1970, a group of five institu-
tions designed to provide educational,
cultural, and meaningful social serv-
ices to low- and moderate-income fami-
lies in the area.

From its humble beginnings as a
small preschool, the center now in-
cludes an adult medical daycare, busi-
ness training center, as well as the
Robert Treat Academy, a charter
school that has received national rec-
ognition and the honor of being named
a Blue Ribbon School.

Since the founding of the center, Ste-
phen Adubato, Sr., has continually
worked to improve the quality of life
for everyone in the community, from
young to senior citizens. Mr. Adubato
has been honored by numerous organi-
zations and institutions, such as Kean
University and the Thurgood Marshall
College Fund, for his contributions and
dedication to education.

Today, I recognize the accomplish-
ments of Stephen Adubato, Sr., and
thank him for his continued dedication
to the residents of Newark, particu-
larly the North Ward.
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WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the legislation to
be considered on the floor this after-
noon, H.R. 3080, the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2013.

Mr. Speaker, my amendment, ruled
in order and to be considered en bloc,
addresses an issue very important to
my district in northeast Indiana, as
well as other similarly situated dis-
tricts around the country.

I am proud to represent Fort Wayne,
Indiana’s second-largest city, which
has more than 10 miles of levees that
protect residents and businesses. In re-
sponse to recent Army Corps of Engi-
neers guidelines requiring levee
devegetation, local governments across
the country affected by this policy
have made their voices heard. Unfortu-
nately, this unnecessary policy will
cost taxpayers in my district millions
of dollars.

My amendment saves the city of Fort
Wayne $25 million and makes levee
safety the highest priority while allow-
ing the Army Corps of Engineers to
fully examine the guidelines study au-
thorized in the underlying bill.

I thank Chairman SHUSTER for his as-
sistance and look forward to further
pursuing solutions to this issue.

———

POWER OF THE PURSE

(Mr. CLEAVER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, later
today, the WRRDA bill will come be-
fore this body. I intend to vote against
it. The reason is that there are 23 ear-
marks in it. I support all of those
projects, but I don’t have an earmark
in it—and I want one.

I am not one of those people who is
going to pretend to the public, as many
of us have, that earmarks cost the
budget any more money than they do.
They do not. We go around and talk
about the ‘‘bridge to nowhere.”” There
is a bridge. It is called the Gravina Is-
land Bridge.

The worse thing about this is that,
constitutionally, we have the power of
the purse. We have given it to the ad-
ministration. So they put 23 projects
out here and said, Well, they used to be
earmarks. That is like cutting off the
tail of an alligator and putting some
little ears on him and saying, It used
to be a dog.

Ladies and gentlemen, this is wrong.
The public needs to understand that
this earmark business is damaging the
Constitution because it is our job to
spend the purse.
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WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
encourage my colleagues to support to-
day’s jobs bill, the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act, because it
is not an earmark. It authorizes—not
appropriates—money for 23 projects
identified by the Corps of Engineers as
important. They are important for a
number of reasons, not the least of
which is their primary purpose is the
movement of goods and services into
the global marketplace, which creates
wealth and jobs for Americans.

Further, it authorizes projects that
are important to flood protection in
flood-prone areas like the Red River
Valley of the North, in my area. In ad-
dition to that, the real reforms that
are impressive are things like it de-au-
thorizes old projects to the tune of $12
billion worth. Furthermore, it gives
more leverage and flexibility for the
use of non-Federal funds, which is, I
think, the very thing that the tax-
payers of this State are looking for—
the type of flexibility that allows local
governments and local communities to
do the right thing for themselves.

———

OXI DAY

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, nearly 73
years ago, as countries across Europe
were falling to Hitler’s forces, an emis-
sary from Mussolini arrived in Athens
to demand the Greeks surrender and
allow the Axis forces to occupy that
country. In response, the Greeks coura-
geously replied, ‘‘oxi,” or ‘‘no.”

The Axis forces quickly descended on
Greece, but they failed to anticipate
the courage of the Hellenic people, who
led a passionate resistance in defense
of their freedom and their beloved
country. On the island of Crete, for ex-
ample, with only broomsticks and
plowshares as weapons, women and
children held the Germans at bay for 10
days, breaking the back of the assault.

The story of this bravery has largely
been overlooked in the history books,
but the Greek refusal to surrender
proved to be one of the most decisive
moments in the war. As Winston
Churchill said:

If there had not been the virtue and cour-
age of the Greeks, we do not know what the
outcome of World War IT would have been.

On August 28, Greeks around the
world celebrate Oxi Day to honor the
great legacy of the Greek people and
share with the world the story of their
bravery. I commend them and say,
“Happy Oxi Day.”

—
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THE OBAMACARE WEB SITE—
BROKEN AND CAN'T BE FIXED

(Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio asked and
was given permission to address the
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House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
if you go into a restaurant and you
order two eggs over medium with sau-
sage and toast and if the server brings
you two eggs scrambled with bacon and
a muffin, you have got two choices.
You either eat what you have got or
you send it back, and you start over—
double the cost, double the time.

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what has
happened with Healthcare.gov, the
ObamaCare Web site. It doesn’t work.
These are not glitches. It is broken and
it can’t be fixed.

The President needs to own up to
this. He needs to reimburse the Amer-
ican people for the over-$400 million
that has been spent; he needs to hold
those in his administration account-
able who misled him and the American
people; and he needs to give the Amer-
ican people a break on this individual
mandate until the Web site does work.

———
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
as we recognize the final days of Do-
mestic Violence Awareness Month, I
ask Congress to pass legislation that
helps put an end to domestic violence.

This issue impacts Americans of all
backgrounds regardless of age, race, re-
ligion, or economic status. One victim
of domestic violence is too many; but
the heartbreaking reality is that, in
this country, three women are killed
daily by intimate partners. Young
women are at a greater risk to be vic-
tims of domestic violence. Four out of
every 10 teen girls know people their
ages who have been abused by a boy-
friend.

Last week, I introduced H.R. 3297, the
Teen Dating Violence Education Act,
which is to protect teenage victims of
domestic violence. My bill helps pro-
vide schools offering domestic violence
inclusion programs with the resources
to inform students of their legal rights
as they relate to dating violence.

Our teens deserve to be empowered
with the knowledge to create a safe
and secure environment free of domes-
tic violence. Ending teen domestic vio-
lence now is a good first step towards
preventing future domestic violence
among adults. I urge my colleagues to
cosponsor H.R. 3297.

———

THE TRAIN WRECK OF
OBAMACARE CONTINUES

(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the train
wreck of ObamaCare continues.

In 2007, before he was elected Presi-
dent, the President said that family
policy prices would go down $2,500 per
family. That was the promise. In 2009,
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the President promised that, if you
liked your policy, you would get to
keep it.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what the
President is going to say to Charles
from northern Baltimore Country, who
wrote me yesterday and said:

I just received my cancellation letter from
Blue Cross regarding my family’s insurance
policy. My $697-a-month Health Savings Ac-
count qualifiable policy is no longer compli-
ant. To have a similar product in an
ObamaCare-compliant plan, my premium
will increase nearly 40 percent and will have
a $7,000 deductible. Yikes. So much for, ‘‘if
you like your policy, you will get to keep
it.”

Charles and his family are not get-
ting a $2,500 cut in their premium.
They are getting a $3,300 increase in
their premium. Their deductible is
going up to $7,000 a year. Mr. Speaker,
they like their plan, but they don’t get
to keep it.

The train wreck continues.

————

FOOD DAY, OCTOBER 24

(Ms. PINGREE of Maine asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
tomorrow, October 24, is Food Day, a
nationwide movement to promote
healthy, affordable and sustainably
produced food; and next week, Congress
will begin the process of reconciling
the House and Senate farm bills.

I know this is a big job, but I want to
urge my colleagues to work to come up
with a farm bill that promotes healthy,
affordable and sustainably produced
food.

Without exception, everywhere I go
and every group I talk to—from bank-
ers to teachers unions and from vet-
erans to college students—people nod
their heads when I talk about locally
grown, sustainable food. People want
to know where their food comes from,
and they want to see the farmers in
their communities succeed. There is
nothing more fundamental than food,
and it is time we got serious about cre-
ating a food system that works for ev-
eryone—for families, for farmers, and
for our local communities.

If we are going to change our food
system, Congress must take this his-
toric opportunity to reform agriculture
policy by producing a farm bill that re-
invests in our local economies.

——————

DOMESTIC GAS PRODUCTION

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, according to a Federal re-
port issued yesterday by the Energy In-
formation Administration, natural gas
being produced in the Marcellus shale
region is growing faster than expected.
Production has now reached 12 billion
cubic feet a day. That is six times the
production rate of 2009. The vast ma-
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jority of production is coming from
Pennsylvania, including the areas of
the State that I represent, along with
West Virginia.

To put this in perspective, the
Marcellus alone produces more natural
gas than Saudi Arabia. If the Marcellus
were its own country, production
would rank third in the world after
Russia and the rest of the United
States. This has led to record low gas
prices. It is the reason companies are
moving manufacturing back to the
United States. It is why consumers
have more money in their pockets after
paying their bills. Also, Mr. Speaker,
data released Monday by the EIA indi-
cates that carbon-related emissions
dropped by 3.8 percent from 2011 to
2012—to their lowest levels since 1994.

Mr. Speaker, domestic gas produc-
tion is helping create a stronger Amer-
ican economy. It is helping us improve
the environment. It is helping America
remain competitive.

——————

A BALANCED AND REASONABLE
FISCAL PLAN

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, the President was right last week
when he said that nobody won after
last week’s political spectacle—in-
stead, it was America that lost—but I
am glad that we finally came together
and reopened the government.

If we had followed the Republican
plan, we would only have funded 17 per-
cent of the entire Federal Government.
Such haphazard funding is really a rec-
ipe for a long-term, manmade dis-
aster—a colossal failure to invest ade-
quately in our Nation’s future.

So, in the next few weeks, we will
have an opportunity to come together
and, once and for all, put these funding
battles behind us. We all understand
that agreeing on a budget will not be
easy, but that doesn’t mean we should
wait until the last minute to start
talking to one another. Let’s get back
to work now and start the process of
figuring out how we can agree on a bal-
anced and reasonable fiscal plan that
puts middle class American families
first and the American Dream back in
reach.

———
THE LIFE OF RUBY SESSION

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the life of a truly
remarkable woman, Ruby Session, who
passed away earlier this month.

In 1985, Ms. Session’s son, Timothy
Cole—a veteran, a student at Texas
Tech University and a Black man—was
wrongfully convicted of the rape of a
woman in Lubbock County and was
sentenced to 25 years in prison. He died
there of an asthma attack while incar-
cerated. In 2009, DNA evidence proved
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that Tim Cole was wrongfully con-
victed; and in 2010 he received the first
posthumous pardon in Texas history.

Ms. Session fought for justice for her
son, but throughout all of that, she
still fought for justice for everyone in
the State who had been wrongfully
convicted. Thanks to her efforts, Texas
now has additional safeguards to pre-
vent wrongful convictions and to pro-
vide restitution to former prisoners
who have been exonerated of their
crimes.

I am honored to have known Ms. Ses-
sion and to have supported her pursuit
of justice while I served in the Texas
Legislature. Her spirit lives on in her
reforms and in the many individuals
whose lives she has touched.

———

A GREAT LEADER HAS PASSED

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, I became aware of the death of a
great United States Congressman, BILL
YOUNG, from Florida.

Mr. YOUNG was the senior Republican
Member, who served in this House
since 1970. He was a gentle soul, conge-
nial, friendly—always nice to me. I
asked him to join with me in the
Tourette Syndrome Caucus, and he did.
He was one of the founding members.
He was a leader in seeking funds for
biomedical research, which doubled
during the time in which he was the
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee. He understood earmarks were
the responsibility of this Congress, and
he fought for them and supported
them.

He was close friends with John Mur-
tha, and I was proud to serve and to
know both of them. Both men were in
the military reserve, and both men to-
wards the end of their careers recog-
nized that war was wrong in places
where they had previously been for it—
John Murtha in Iraq, and, in 2012, Mr.
YOUNG said that it is time to get out of
Afghanistan.

A great leader has passed. His funeral
will be tomorrow in the State of Flor-
ida. I was proud to know him. This
country was fortunate to have him
serve in this body.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.J. RES. 62

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to be removed as a
cosponsor of H.J. Res. 62.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE
of Texas). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

———
WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2013

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 385
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and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 385

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3080) to pro-
vide for improvements to the rivers and har-
bors of the United States, to provide for the
conservation and development of water and
related resources, and for other purposes.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule.

SEC. 2. (a) In lieu of the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure now printed in the bill, it shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 113-24. That amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against that amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute are
waived.

(b) No amendment to the amendment in
the nature of a substitute made in order as
original text shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution and
amendments en bloc described in section 3 of
this resolution.

(c) Each amendment printed in the report
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole.

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure or his designee to
offer amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution not earlier disposed of. Amendments
en bloc offered pursuant to this section shall
be considered as read, shall be debatable for
10 minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure or their designees, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. The original proponent of an amend-
ment included in such amendments en bloc
may insert a statement in the Congressional
Record immediately before the disposition of
the amendments en bloc.

SEC. 4. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
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rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the amendment in the nature of
a substitute made in order as original text.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1
hour.
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Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, for the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HAS-
TINGS), my good friend and colleague,
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of this rule
and the underlying bill.

House Resolution 385 provides a
structured rule for consideration of
H.R. 3080, the Water Resources Reform
and Development Act, the first
WRRDA bill since 2007. The rule makes
24 amendments submitted to the Rules
Committee in order, half of which are
sponsored by my colleagues across the
aisle, and it provides for robust debate
in the House of Representatives.

The underlying bill was marked up
by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, which reported the
bill favorably with unanimous bipar-
tisan support. The bill before us today
garnered that support because of four
reasons: this bill reforms the Federal
bureaucracy; this bill is fiscally re-
sponsible; this bill strengthens ac-
countability; and this bill creates jobs.

Mr. Speaker, talk to anyone around
the country that relies on the Army
Corps of Engineers; talk with anyone
that depends on our water infrastruc-
ture, water resources and so forth; talk
to anyone who wants to develop a new
water resource infrastructure; talk to
anyone who ships in or out of our har-
bors or ports. Maybe you have the op-
portunity to talk with our shipping
companies, or maybe with the women
and men who work on our tugboats and
barges, or maybe with the farmer who
needs to get his corn to the right mar-
kets, or maybe the manufacturer who
needs to ship her product or his prod-
uct to a foreign customer, or maybe
the port director who is trying to get
America prepared for the economic op-
portunities that will come with the
larger ships coming through the Pan-
ama Canal. Mr. Speaker, if my col-
leagues spoke with these men and
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women, they would hear the same re-
frain: our bureaucracy delays Amer-
ican investment; our bureaucracy costs
American jobs; and our bureaucracy
helps America’s foreign competitors.

The approval process of our critical
water infrastructure takes years too
long, and sometimes well over a dec-
ade. One project that my friend from
Florida is familiar with is a project in
Port Everglades, which has been stud-
ied for nearly two decades. Some bu-
reaucrats have spent their entire ca-
reer studying this one project. The
study of the project of Port Everglades
is a prime example of Washington bu-
reaucracy crushing America’s jobs and
America’s future.

This bill before us today does away
with these delays: it sets hard dead-
lines on the time and cost of the stud-
ies; it consolidates or eliminates dupli-
cative studies; it requires concurrent
project review by multiple agencies;
and it puts our projects on a path to
construction.

Mr. Speaker, this bill reforms Fed-
eral bureaucracy, but it also is fiscally
responsible. We all know that our Na-
tion spends too much, our Nation of-
tentimes spends money haphazardly
without a plan and without restraint.
This bill does not.

Chairman SHUSTER is committed to
restraining spending and is committed
to managing American taxpayer dol-
lars wisely. This bill is proof of that.
This bill restrains spending. I commend
Chairman SHUSTER and Ranking Mem-
ber RAHALL for actually making the
tough choices necessary to get our
budget in order.

Mr. Speaker, when was the last time
an infrastructure bill was brought to
the House floor and it cut more than it
spent? The bill before us today does
just that: it deauthorizes $12 billion of
old, inactive projects; it pays for the
new projects by canceling old projects;
and it sunsets the construction of new
projects in order to prevent future
backlogs. Mr. Speaker, this bill re-
forms Federal bureaucracy, is fiscally
responsible, and it strengthens ac-
countability.

Many of our constituents, when they
hear us talk about infrastructure, re-
member the days of pork barrel spend-
ing. Many of our colleagues might re-
member the 1939 movie about a newly
appointed Senator who goes to Wash-
ington running head-on into a political
machine built on earmarks and pork
barrel spending. “Mr. Smith Goes to
Washington” is a dramatic rendering of
how most infrastructure bills were put
together in the past. In fact, the bill
that was debated in the movie was a
water resource bill, and the filibuster
was over an earmark in that bill. This
bill ends that earmark process.

The bill before us today strengthens
accountability for the American peo-
ple. Gone are the days of inserting ear-
marks at the last minute. Gone are the
days of creating new pet projects. Gone
are the days of wasting taxpayer
money on pork barrel spending. Mr.
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Speaker, this bill contains no ear-
marks.

It also establishes a new, transparent
process for future bills that will ensure
that taxpayer dollars are spent on nec-
essary projects. It will prioritize our
spending and provide strong Congres-
sional oversight. This bill reforms Fed-
eral bureaucracy, is fiscally respon-
sible, strengthens accountability, and
creates jobs.

The key to creating American jobs is
expanding our economy. American pro-
ducers must be able to get their prod-
ucts to the world market. This push to
sell to the world is a high-stakes com-
petition that America must win. Our
farmers are being pressured by our
neighbors in South America. Our man-
ufacturers are being pressured by both
European and Asian countries. Our en-
ergy producers are being pressured by
many foreign countries in all corners
of the globe. Investing in our infra-
structure will boost trade, increase
American competitiveness, and posi-
tion our country for economic growth.
These advancements will put America
to work.

While construction workers will im-
mediately be put to work on these
projects, every single American job
that depends on our transportation in-
frastructure will benefit from this bill.
Our economy will grow, our producers
will compete with the world, and
American jobs will be created.

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to see why
this bill garnered unanimous bipar-
tisan support from the members of the
committee and why it deserves to be
passed here. This bill reforms Federal
bureaucracy; this bill is fiscally re-
sponsible; this bill strengthens ac-
countability; and this bill creates jobs.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the rule and the under-
lying bill. Chairman SHUSTER, Ranking
Member RAHALL, and the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure
have provided us with a unanimously
supported bipartisan bill that will
move our Nation forward.

I encourage my colleagues to vote
‘“‘yes” on this rule and ‘‘yes’ on the un-
derlying bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Florida for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today and agree
with everything that my good friend
and colleague from Florida said—ev-
erything that he said—with the excep-
tion of the fact that I am opposed to
the rule. While I may support the un-
derlying legislation, the rule blocks
over 70 amendments, many of which
were germane to the bill. This kind of
rule is not conducive to an open proc-
ess.

The bill, though far from perfect, is
long overdue. There is a lot of go-no-
where, do-nothing talk about creating
jobs here on the Hill, but this bill, like
the highway bill and the farm bill, will
actually create jobs.
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The bill also reinforces a point that I
have been making for some time, and
that is: repairing our Nation’s aging in-
frastructure, including our water infra-
structure, is the best jobs program out
there. The resulting economic benefits
will ripple from our ports to Main
Street America as badly needed jobs
across a wide range of industries. For
example, every dollar spent on Ever-
glades restoration, like the ones au-
thorized here, is returned fourfold by
stimulating related industries like
tourism, construction, and retail.

Despite these undeniable benefits, it
has been 7 years since the last WRRDA
bill. That is 7 years of productivity
lost. But if you think 7 years is a long
time, try waiting 17 years, as my col-
league Mr. WEBSTER pointed out. That
is how long Port Everglades has been
waiting for a Chief’s Report from the
Army Corps to deepen its channels in
anticipation of the new Panama Canal
standards. At long last, the report is
due shortly, yet this bill fails to au-
thorize the pending project. While
much of the blame for the delay falls
outside of this Chamber, Congress can
and should do right by the port.

Mr. Speaker, the port has already
waited its turn. With the new Panama
Canal expansion becoming operational
in 2015, any further delay for such a
vital piece of our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture will be too late.

I do understand that tough choices
have to be made. The way I see it, the
Army Corps’ lengthy review process is
in part to blame for the backlog of
projects. Though this bill contains
some partisan measures addressing this
issue, the Corps has already begun test-
ing its own way of increasing the speed
of review.

One of these successful tests was the
pilot program for the Central Ever-
glades Planning Project, yet that
project is not included in this bill ei-
ther, despite the Chief’s report for
CEPP being anticipated within a few
months. This new approach, when cou-
pled with a more frequent WRRDA bill,
could help eliminate the massive back-
log of projects that has forced Congress
to make these tough decisions.

When we look what CEPP actually
does, the urgency for authorization is
even more obvious. CEPP will help end
the discharges of polluted water from
Lake Okeechobee that have been dev-
astating Florida communities for
years. The water is choked green with
algae and Kkilling wildlife, tourism,
fishing, and oyster industries, particu-
larly in the Indian River area of our
State.

The people of Florida can’t wait for
another WRRDA bill to roll around.
The streamlined successful pilot pro-
gram is infinitely more preferable than
the streamlining of environmental re-
view contained in this bill.

My friends across the aisle seem
oddly opposed sometimes to having
fresh water and clean air, attacking
NEPA and environmental regulations
at every opportunity, including other-
wise inappropriate vehicles like this
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bill. But I understand that no one is
happy all the time.

I do have grave reservations about
some of the policies in the bill and
hope that we can work them out
through the legislative process. There
is no need for Congress to make the
waters rougher than they already are.
Let’s continue to do our work constitu-
ents sent us here to do.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, at this time I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER).

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
nearly one-third of our economy de-
pends on international trade, and 99
percent of that trade passes through
our Nation’s ports. Since transpor-
tation accounts for as much as 10 per-
cent of the cost of the products we buy,
it is so very critically important that
our ports and waterways run effi-
ciently and are properly maintained.

I am proud to be a cosponsor of the
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act, which is a part of the crit-
ical role laid out to Congress by our
Founding Fathers in regulating inter-
state commerce. With this bill we can
reform the Army Corps of Engineers’
management of important infrastruc-
ture projects and reduce their project
backlog in order to create the condi-
tions for a much stronger American
economy. Mr. Speaker, this bill does
that, and that is why I am proud to
support it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), my good friend.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague from Florida for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, let me first of all begin
by opposing the rule. This House is be-
coming much too closed. I would re-
mind my Republican colleagues of the
promises they made when they took
over this place. They promised a more
open and more transparent House of
Representatives. What we have seen is
closed and restricted rules time and
time and time again. There is no rea-
son why this can’t be an open rule. So
I would urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to vote against the
rule.

Secondly, with regard to the under-
lying bill, it is my intention to support
the underlying bill, but I do have seri-
ous reservations. The proponents of
this bill talk about the streamlining
provisions that are in this bill that
somehow streamline the environ-
mental review process and that some-
how the environmental review process
causes delays.

I would remind my colleagues that
the facts are clear that delays are
caused by funding that doesn’t cor-
respond to the demand. The Ilast
WRRDA bill authorized over $23 billion
in new projects, and since that time ap-
propriations have been at $1.5 billion
per year. The Ryan budget, which my
Republican colleagues seem to love so
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much, will cut that by another third.
Add to that sequestration and all the
other budget cuts that my colleagues
are proposing here, it is lack of money,
not environmental reviews, that is
causing the delays.

Further, environmental reviews are
really the only way voters have any
say about the Federal projects in their
community.
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We need a WRRDA bill, but we don’t
need to sacrifice the environmental re-
view process or a process that allows
our constituents to have a say on how
projects proceed. I hope when this bill
moves to conference committee with
the Senate, we can fix some of these, I
think, egregious problems with the bill
with regard to the environmental re-
view process.

We do need a WRRDA bill, and we
also need a transportation bill. I would
hope my colleagues on the other side
could convince the Tea Party members
to allow that to come to the floor be-
cause we have an aging infrastructure,
not only in terms of water projects but
in terms of highways, roads, and
bridges. I could go on and on and on.

If we get this right, we can create
some jobs. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose the rule, and support the under-
lying bill.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS).

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to support the rule and the
underlying bill, H.R. 3080.

This bill provides commonsense re-
forms to the construction of water in-
frastructure projects, which will help
facilitate commerce and get this coun-
try back to work, and it does so with-
out earmarks. It also addresses our
regulatory framework amidst common-
sense solutions that we can use.

Article I of the Constitution clearly
spells out that the Federal Government
has a role in regulating commerce, and
when we talk about building ports and
dams, these are the types of projects
that the Federal Government can and
should undertake, which will allow the
private sector to thrive, as well as en-
couraging private sector participation.

I want to thank the chairman and
the committee for their work on this
bill, which also advances the cause of
the Savannah Harbor expansion
project, which is one of the many
projects that can move forward under
this bill. The Savannah Harbor deep-
ening will allow the State of Georgia to
begin construction on this much-need-
ed project. When it is completed, con-
sumers and businesses all across the
country will benefit from the imports
and exports that flow through Savan-
nah.

The bill also provides residents
across the country with a framework
that advances long-term economic
growth opportunities by expanding and
improving our sources of water supply.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased at this time
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to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), the dean
of the House of Representatives.

(Mr. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to say thanks to my good friend
from Florida for yielding me this time.

I urge that the rule be rejected.
There is no reason why we can’t have
an opportunity to amend this legisla-
tion to address some of its failures. As
the author of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, I was proud
to usher in a new era of environmental
and wildlife conservation. Moreover,
NEPA passed the House with over-
whelming bipartisan support, by a vote
of 372-15. A similar vote took place in
the Senate. During the debate on
NEPA, I noted:

Mankind is playing an extremely dan-
gerous game with his environment. We have
not yet learned that we must consider the
natural environment as a whole and to as-
sess its quality continuously if we really
wish to make strides in improving, pre-
serving, and protecting it.

NEPA has a very simple promise:
look before leaping. The law ensures
that Federal agencies weigh the envi-
ronmental consequences of develop-
ment projects before they are under-
taken. This bill puts its finger in the
eye of that particular approach. I
worry that the provisions included in
the bill before us today will lead us
down a path going back to those days
of impunity and disregard for the well-
being and concerns of the public, where
actions were taken without any full ap-
preciation or understanding of the en-
vironmental impact of that.

That was the reason NEPA was
passed, so that we would know what we
were doing, and so that we would have
a fair opportunity for people to partici-
pate in the judgments by having these
decisions made in an open and a trans-
parent fashion. Now perhaps changes
are needed, and perhaps an update, if
you will. We cannot say that this legis-
lation does that. However, before we
make changes, we need to have some
comprehensive hearings in the com-
mittee of jurisdiction. I note that the
committee that brings this legislation
to the floor is not necessarily the com-
mittee of jurisdiction.

This is a proposal which is dis-
regarding one of the things which was
said by President Nixon when he signed
it. He said that this was going to stop
the decay of the environment. We are
renewing that decay.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, at this time I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE).

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to thank the chairman for
the inclusion of the provisions in the
bill to help expedite environmental re-
views and for the language that was re-
quested by myself and Congressman
FARENTHOLD which would help increase
private investment in our Nation’s
ports and expedite the completion of
large critical projects.
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One important project that is author-
ized in this bill is the deepening of the
Sabine-Neches Waterway. I have been
working on the authorization of this
project since I was elected in 2004. My
predecessors, Nick Lampson and Jack
Brooks, worked on this project. Mr.
WEBER, who now represents this area,
has been working on this project. In
fact, the original Chief’s Report for the
Sabine-Neches Waterway was author-
ized to begin in 1997, 16 years ago. That
was three Presidents ago. It was in the
last century.

Since that time, all four of my kids
have finished high school, graduated
from college, gotten married, and have
given me 10 grandkids. The United
States has fought two major wars. Six-
teen years to do an authorization on a
Federal project—something is wrong
with this picture, Mr. Speaker.

This project was supposed to cost
$300 million. Today, if it is authorized,
it will be $1.1 billion. That is a 287 per-
cent increase, and we still haven’t
moved any dirt. There is something
wrong with this picture, Mr. Speaker.

That is why this WRRDA bill is so
important. It makes critical structural
improvements to the way the Corps of
Engineers does business so we can end
these absurd delays. It shouldn’t take
20 years to complete a project, and I'm
talking about authorization just to ap-
prove a project, like the Sabine-Neches
Waterway.

The Sabine-Neches Waterway is crit-
ical to America’s energy and national
security. It was first authorized at 40
feet. This WRRDA bill will make the
depth 48 feet, permitting deeper draft
vessels to come through. Right now,
tankers that come up the Sabine-
Neches Waterway can’t be full because
they drag bottom. They have to offload
part of their fuel before they come up
the waterway. That is why this is im-
portant to the United States.

It is also vital to the United States
military. The Sabine-Neches Water-
way, actually is the home of the larg-
est commercial military out-load port
in America, and it is the second-largest
military port in the world. The channel
is home to two designated military
strategic seaports: Beaumont and Port
Arthur, Texas.

Additionally, 20 to 30 percent of the
Nation’s commercial jet fuel and a sig-
nificant majority and classified
amount of our military’s jet fuel is pro-
duced on the Sabine-Neches Waterway.

This is the energy corridor of the
United States. Refineries line this en-
tire waterway. Delays by the Corps of
Engineers have cost millions of dollars,
all because they cannot make up their
mind to approve the project.

Mr. Speaker, pick a horse and ride it.
Either approve the project or deny the
project, but make up your mind. These
delays are absurd.

And that’s just the way it is.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I am pleased to
yield for a unanimous consent request
to the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ).
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(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I thank the gentleman from
Florida.

Mr. Speaker, while not a perfect bill,
I will be voting for it.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R.
3080, the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act, better known as WRRDA.

As a member of the California Delegation, |
am particularly supportive of reauthorizing
WRRDA, which is such a critical bill for our
state.

Although this bill was intended to be reau-
thorized every two years, it has been six years
since the last Water Resources Development
Act (WRRDA) was signed into law.

After examining the provisions included in
this legislation, | am encouraged by provisions
like Section 124 which helps our state by re-
quiring a comprehensive review of the Corps
of Engineers’ policy guidelines on vegetation
management for levees.

I am hopeful that this provision will help
eliminate some of the challenges that local
governments and flood control agencies face
because of current vegetation removal policy.

Additionally, provisions like the one outlined
in Section 130 mandate that a report be
issued on the practices, priorities, and author-
ized purposes at Corps of Engineers res-
ervoirs in arid regions and their effect on water
supply during times of drought.

This is a good start to begin addressing the
need and ability for local water agencies to be
able to store more water in their dams for
water replenishment.

Although we do not have the ideal reauthor-
ization bill of WRRDA in front of us, | believe
this to be a good start to once again focus on
the importance of water supply and manage-
ment.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MATSUI), my good friend
and a former member of the Rules
Committee.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida for yield-
ing me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the bipartisan WRRDA bill. I want
to commend Chairman SHUSTER and
Ranking Member RAHALL, along with
Chairman Gibbs and Ranking Member
BisHOP. I would also like to thank Sen-
ator BOXER for leading the Senate in
passing its WRRDA bill earlier this
year.

Mr. Speaker, my district of Sac-
ramento is the most at-risk metropoli-
tan area for major flooding, as it lies at
the confluence of two great rivers: the
American and the Sacramento. We
have a lot at risk. We waited too long
for this bill, and we need Congress to
act.

Since the last WRRDA in 2007, a
number of key flood protection invest-
ments have been carefully studied by
the Army Corps of Engineers. One such
project that has been thoroughly stud-
ied by the Corps of Engineers and holds
a Chief’s Report is the Natomas Levee
Improvement Project. Levee defi-
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ciencies were found in the area in 2008,
and it was remapped by FEMA in 2008.
The Corps of Engineers put the level of
protection at 1 in 33 years, a third of
the national standard. Since then,
costly flood insurance has become
mandatory.

The area to be protected by the
project is home to over 100,000 people,
two interstate highways, and an inter-
national airport. It is heavily urban-
ized, and home to dozens of schools and
hundreds of small businesses. If a levee
broke, the damage would be similar to
that experienced in New Orleans.

To fully underscore the importance
of this project, my constituents have
voluntarily voted twice to pay their
local share. Despite the significant
local investment, work remains
uncompleted. The project needs con-
gressional authorization.

Mr. Speaker, we must pass this bill.
We must establish a conference com-
mittee with the Senate, and we must
work to ensure WRRDA becomes law
this year. It is too important for our
Nation, and I look forward to working
in a bipartisan way to ensure that.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, at this time I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BENISHEK).

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

I rise today in support of H.R. 3080, as
well as a bipartisan amendment that
we will have on the floor later today.
This bill works to address our Nation’s
competitiveness and increasing eco-
nomic growth by maintaining our in-
frastructure in a sensible manner.

Our amendment that we will offer
today will work to address the chal-
lenges that invasive species present to
our country today. As the cochair of
the Invasive Species Caucus and the
only Member who has the privilege to
represent three of the five Great Lakes,
I am honored to speak on the floor
today about the threat that these spe-
cies bring to our natural environment.
They also represent a huge economic
cost to each of our districts. It costs
over $100 million a year in the Great
Lakes alone to have these invasive spe-
cies fought and controlled.

Mr. Speaker, our amendment is sim-
ple. It does not authorize any new
funds or create new programs. Simply
put, it helps address the invasive spe-
cies issue by requiring the GAO to
complete a comprehensive report on
Federal spending for the operations
and cost of invasive species. Why is
this important? A report that takes
into account all species nationwide
will allow Congress to identify both
gaps and duplicative efforts in the fu-
ture. By beginning with a comprehen-
sive report, we can effectively target
areas for improvement in the future.

Mr. Speaker, I urge your support and
all Members’ support for this bill and
our amendment.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, would you be kind enough to
tell us the time remaining for both
sides.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
has 19% minutes remaining. The gen-

tleman from Florida (Mr. WEBSTER)
has 16%2 minutes remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.

Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HAHN) who
is the cochair of the PORTS Caucus, of
which I am a proud member.

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the underlying bill, and as my
colleague said, as a founder and co-
chair, along with my friend, TED POE,
of the Congressional PORTS Caucus, I
am happy that today the House has
this opportunity to pass a water re-
sources bill that will provide long-
needed investment to our Nation’s
ports and create jobs. Our ports and
waterways have been waiting for over 6
years for a new water bill. It is time to
end their wait.

One of the things I came to Congress
to do was to fight for the full use of the
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund and to
ensure that we address the expanded
use needs of ports like the Port of Los
Angeles and the Port of Long Beach
that see so much commerce but so lit-
tle of this harbor maintenance funding.

Do I wish that we would have been
able to be more aggressive in this bill?
Of course—but the bill we have before
us is a huge step in the right direction.
Congress, I think, is finally recognizing
that our ports aren’t just gateways;
they are engines of growth, of pros-
perity, and of jobs. Passing this legisla-
tion would be a big victory for our
ports, a strong signal that this House
recognizes the critical importance of
our ports to our economic health.

I am going to be voting for this bill,
and I encourage my colleagues to do
the same.
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Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 4 minutes to my good friend
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL).

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend on the Rules Committee for
yielding.

This is a big bill for Georgia. It is a
big bill for all of America. Mr. Speaker,
it is so often that we hear about con-
flict in this body. We all know that
jobs are important to absolutely every-
one’s constituency; and when we all
know that 99 percent of our imports
and exports travel through our ports, it
is easy to come together and get ex-
cited about doing things that matter.

We have got the Panama Canal open-
ing for newer and wider and bigger
ships, but my own home port in Savan-
nah is not ready, through no fault of
our own. We began that process back in
the 1990s to begin to expand the Port of
Savannah, and it has taken 15 years to
get through that permitting process.
This bill says: Who benefits from that?
Whose constituency is it that benefits
from jobs being slowed or delayed for 15
years? No one’s does. So we are able to
come together and say let’s do it; let’s
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do it right, but let’s do it in an effi-
cient manner.

Three years is what we have given, 36
months, to study each and every aspect
in the permitting process, and to do
those things concurrently. Today, Mr.
Speaker, as you know, you have to do
one study first and then a second one
and then a third one and then a fourth
one, and you can’t start the next one
until the first one is finished. Today we
say, if we know we have six studies to
do, let’s do them simultaneously. Let’s
go ahead and get all the work done. We
all benefit from that, Mr. Speaker.

The reforms in this bill go into those
projects that are authorized, Mr.
Speaker, that represent spending on
our books that we know we are not
going to do. We say that if we have any
new projects we are interested in
doing, let’s take those old projects off
that are no longer a priority for Amer-
ica. Let’s set our priorities. We know
we have to spend money in this govern-
ment, but we ought to spend it on the
best projects, not the least of these;
and this bill recognizes, in a budget-
neutral way, a way to authorize those
projects that are most important to us
while we are moving those that are the
least.

Mr. Speaker, I live in a county that
relies on a Corps of Engineers’ lake.
Working with the Corps of Engineers in
partnership is critical to my commu-
nity for our drinking water, for our
recreation, for our economy. The Corps
has been a good partner, but the Corps
is often hamstrung by the laws that
this Congress has put in place and by
the implementation of those laws by
administrations, both Republican and
Democrat.

Mr. Speaker, this bill reclaims to
this House, for both sides of the aisle,
the authority to direct the projects of
the Corps of Engineers. We direct these
not through earmarks, Mr. Speaker,
but by recognizing that constitutional
responsibility that we have to our con-
stituents back home to decide where
those dollars are spent, how those
projects are prioritized. Rather than
punting on that issue, this bill reserves
those powers rightfully to this House
and to this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not every-
thing that I would like for it to be.
Candidly, in 3 years of serving in this
Congress, I have yet to see a bill that
is everything that I would like for it to
be. What I know is that this bill is a
step in the right direction, a step that
we can take and a step that we must
take.

I thank my friend from Florida for
his leadership on the issue, for his lead-
ership on the Rules Committee, and for
yielding me the time today.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
(Mr. LOWENTHAL), my friend.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. Speaker, we are a country of
interdependent States that share pros-
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perity, challenges, and resources,
united with a goal of a healthy econ-
omy supported by quality infrastruc-
ture.

At times, though, inequities in the
collection and distribution of Federal
resources create such an imbalance
that one region is put at a distinct dis-
advantage. This is the case for Cali-
fornia, which collects nearly one-third
of the Nation’s harbor maintenance
taxes but receives less than 7 percent
of the expenditures for port projects.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO’s amendment, had
it been allowed to come to this floor,
would have brought a measure of eq-
uity to this stark imbalance. I believe
this was a missed opportunity for our
Nation’s ports.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 yield 3 minutes to Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, my fellow Floridian and
good friend.

Mr. SOUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Florida for
yielding to me today.

Today I rise in support of this rule
for the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act, and I agree with my
colleague on the other side of the aisle,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
HAHN). She understands how important
this bill is, as do 1.

Make no mistake, this is a jobs bill.
We are going to be able to take advan-
tage of economic opportunities because
of this piece of legislation. I am proud
to serve as a member of the Transpor-
tation Committee. That this bill passed
unanimously out of committee is
something that I think needs to be
noted.

This legislation enhances the Army
Corps of Engineers’ ability to develop
and support America’s port and water-
way infrastructure, and it does so with
full spending offsets and zero ear-
marks. That is the kind of common-
sense reform I believe the American
people expect and deserve.

This bill places hard caps on the time
and cost of studies, eliminates duplica-
tions and delays, places a 3-year cap on
those studies and caps in dollar
amounts of $3 million. It expands the
role of public-private partnerships in
water infrastructure and makes signifi-
cant changes to the Harbor Mainte-
nance Trust Fund so that monies that
are collected for harbor maintenance
are more fully utilized for their design
purpose. I know it is a novel idea that
those monies collected for the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund would be
there, and this bill addresses that.

Perhaps most importantly to the
people of my district, this bill begins a
critically important conversation that
began at the committee level on the
impact of the decreased water flows
down the ACF River system and into
the Apalachicola Bay. The Apalachi-
cola Bay is a natural treasure, pro-
ducing 90 percent of Florida’s oyster
harvest and 10 percent of the Nation’s
oyster harvest. The oystermen, small
businesses, and hardworking families
who depend on this bay have seen their
livelihoods put at risk.
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I am pleased that Chairman SHUSTER
and the ranking member have worked
in good faith to begin this dialogue
with me. For these reasons, I urge my
colleagues to support this rule, as well
as the underlying bill, which provides
critical support to Florida’s 15 deep-
water ports and allows us to be fully
prepared for the economic opportuni-
ties as a result of the Panama Canal
expansion.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, can you tell me how much time I
have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Florida (Mr. WEBSTER)
has 11%2 minutes remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.

Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MCINTYRE),
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my good friend and fellow Helsinki
Commission member.

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Mr. HASTINGS for this time.

As the cochairman of the Congres-
sional Waterways Caucus, I do support
many of the provisions of this bill, but
I am concerned that it has no language
to reauthorize expiring coastal protec-
tion projects.

Our beaches are the economic en-
gines and environmental treasures that
protect our coasts from storms and cre-
ate jobs for our community. In fact,
when you talk about return on tax dol-
lars, the beaches can’t be beat. For
every $1 spent by the Federal Govern-
ment on beach renourishment, $320 is
returned in revenue. I know of no other
Federal program that gives that kind
of return.

EXPIRING COASTAL NOURISHMENT PROJECTS
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When we think about the inclusion of
coastal renourishment projects, there
are over 50 that will be expiring if this
is not addressed. We have found at
Carolina and Kure Beach in North
Carolina, and as many of our col-
leagues all over the Nation have found,
a few thousand dollars on the frontside
saves millions of dollars on the back-
side after a vicious storm like Sandy,
Katrina, Fran, or Hugo. The list goes
on.

It is imperative that the WRRDA
language contain the reauthorization
of these projects that are already in
progress; otherwise, we lose these in-
vestments, and that is not a good use
of taxpayer money. These are invest-
ments that ultimately create jobs and
save money.

Member State Project End Year
Rep. Mike Mcintyre NC Carolina Beach and Vicinity 2014
Rep. Bill Young FL Pinellas County—Treasure Island Segment 2019
Rep. Lois Frankel FL Broward County—Segment Il 2020
Rep. Patrick Murphy FL Fort Pierce Beach St. Lucie 2020
Rep. John Carney DE Delaware Coast Protection, Indian River Inlet 2021
Rep. Jack Kingston GA Tybee Island 2023
Rep. Alcee Hastings FL Broward County-Segment Il 2025
Rep. Debbie Wasserman-Schultz FL Dade County-Bal Harbour 2025
Rep. Timothy Bishop NY Westhampton 2027
Rep. Corrine Brown FL Duval County 2028
Rep. C.W. Bill Young FL Pinellas County—Long Key Segment 2030
Rep. Debbie Wasserman-Schultz FL Dade County—Sunny Isles 2038
Rep. Trey Radel FL Lee County—Captiva Island Segment 2038
Rep. Theodore Deutch FL Palm Beach County—North Boca Raton Segment 2038
Vacant MA Revere Beach 2041
Rep. Frank LoBiondo NJ Cape May City (Cape May Inlet to Lower Tower 2041
Rep. Mike Mcintyre NC Wrightsville Beach 2041
Rep. Marcy Kaptur OH Presque Island 2042
Rep. Marshall “Mark” Sanford SC Folly Beach 2043
Rep. Vern Buct FL Manatee County 2043
Rep. Lois Frankel FL Palm Beach County—Delray Beach Segment 2043
Rep. Richard Nugent FL Pinellas County—Sand Key Segment 2043
Rep. Rosa DelLauro CT Prospect Beach 2043
Rep. Frank LoBiondo NJ Ocean City—Great Egg Harbor Inlet and Peck 2043
Rep. Luke Messer IN Indiana Shoreli 2044
Rep. Patrick Murphy FL Martin County 2045
Rep. Lois Frankel FL Palm Beach—Jupiter/Carlin 2045
Rep. Hakeem Jeffries NY Coney Island 2045
Rep. Gregory Meeks NY East Rockaway Inlet to Rockaway Inlet Sectic 2045
Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. NJ Sea Bright—M M th Beach (F 2045
Rep. Tom Rice SC Myrtle Beach 2046
Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. NJ Sea Bright—Manasquan: Sea Bright (Reach 1) 2046
Rep. Lois Frankel FL Palm Beach—Ocean Ridge Segment 2047
Rep. Vern Buct FL Sarasota County—Venice Segment 2047
Rep. Christopher “Chris” Smith NJ Sea Bright—M Belmar to M. 2047
Rep. Mike Mcintyre NC Kure Beach 2047
Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. NJ Sea Bright—Manasquan: Long Branch (Reach 2048
Rep. Scott Rigell VA Sandbridge 2048
Rep. Steve Southerland FL Panama City Beaches 2050
Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. NJ Sea Bright—Manasquan: Asbury to Avon 2050
Rep. Mike Mcintyre NC Ocean Isle, Brunswick County Beaches 2050

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOHO).

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague, Mr. WEBSTER from Florida.

I rise today in support of H.R. 3080,
the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2013. WRRDA is com-
monsense legislation that permits the
Army Corps of Engineers to eliminate
costly and duplicative projects, caps
the time and costs of studies, consoli-
dates and accelerates environmental
analyses, and stimulates the U.S. econ-
omy through increased competitive-
ness in the global market and through
job reaction.

In my home State of Florida, our 15
ports have contributed over $96 billion
to the State’s economy and, perhaps
most importantly, employs hundreds of
thousands of individuals. Within my
district, we have two inland ports in
particular, Ocala and Lake City, which

are uniquely positioned to import and
export products quickly to Florida, the
southeast, and to America’s heartland.
Encouraging infrastructure projects
such as these spur job creation. In to-
day’s economy, we cannot afford to ne-
glect these opportunities.

We have, today, the opportunity to
demonstrate that Congress can work
towards the best interest of our coun-
try. So I urge my colleagues in the
House to take swift action in voting to
approve WRRDA and get our country
back on the path to save infrastruc-
ture, global competitiveness, economic
stability, and job creation.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY).

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for the time.

I rise in support of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act

because it is essential for our economy
and it addresses flood control and
water management issues important to
my district.

Waterways and ports support more
than 27,000 jobs in Connecticut, but
Congress hasn’t passed a WRRDA bill
since 2007. We can’t wait another 6
years to ensure that our inland water-
ways and seaports remain the greatest
in the world.

I do have concerns about provisions
meant to streamline environmental re-
views, but this bill is the result of bi-
partisan cooperation, something all too
rare in Washington these days; and as a
cosponsor, I am proud to say that this
bill reflects the bipartisan action that
my constituents expect from Congress.
That is why I am so grateful to my
friend from Pennsylvania, Chairman
SHUSTER, as well as Ranking Member
RAHALL and Representative BISHOP for
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their responsible bipartisan leadership
on this effort.

If you are concerned about the econ-
omy, public safety, or the lack of fund-
ing for our water infrastructure, pass
WRRDA today.

| rise in support of H.R. 3080, the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act, be-
cause it is essential for our economy, and it
addresses flood control and water manage-
ment issues that are important to my district.

This past May, | led officials from the Army
Corps of Engineers’ New England Office on a
tour of my district.

We met with constituents in Torrington, CT,
where the city is bound by old restrictions on
levee vegetation that are both costly AND
harmful to the environment. This bill is a good
first step to provide them relief.

We met with city leaders in Meriden, CT,
about a downtown flood control project that is
vital for economic development.

They need a partner in Washington, as do
communities across America, and that means
they need Congress to pass water resources
legislation on a regular basis.

Waterways and ports support more than
27,000 jobs in Connecticut, but Congress
hasn’t passed a WRDA bill since 2007.

We can’t wait another 6 years to ensure our
inland waterways and seaports remain the
greatest commercial water transportation sys-
tem in the world.

As a cosponsor of this legislation, I'm also
proud to say this bill reflects the kind of bipar-
tisan cooperation my constituents expect from
Congress.

This is not a perfect bill.

| am particularly concerned about provisions
meant to streamline environmental reviews.

But this bill is the result of bipartisan nego-
tiations, something that is all too rare in Wash-
ington these days. Despite our disagreements,
we have worked together to advance our na-
tional interest.

That is why | am so thankful for my friend
from Pennsylvania, Chairman SHUSTER, as
well as Ranking Member RAHALL and Rep-
resentative BISHOP, for their responsible bipar-
tisan leadership.

If you are concerned about the economy,
public safety, or environmentally friendly re-
forms for Corps policy: pass this bill today, so
that we can turn our focus to the critical lack
of funding for our water infrastructure.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to clarify one thing,
and that is the chairman and the rank-
ing member did everything they could
to stay within the guidelines and the
jurisdiction of the Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee, and they
did that. They did not vary in any way
over into the Clean Water Act or any-
thing else. So nothing in this bill is
changing any of the standards; all it is
doing is allowing parallel tracks. That
is it. So the project mentioned by Mr.
WOODALL, which is 15 years, and the
project in Mr. HASTINGS’ area, which is
17 years, would only be done sooner,
not by circumventing any environ-
mental requirement, but through the
parallel tracks.

I now yield 2 minutes to my good
friend from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON).

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.
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Mr. Speaker, in 1733, when General
Oglethorpe sailed up the Savannah
River, I have been told the river was 12
feet deep. We have been playing in the
mud down there ever since. Today, it is
42 feet deep, but 42 feet isn’t enough for
the large Panamax ships that will soon
start coming through the expanded
Panama Canal. If we are to stay com-
petitive, we have to deepen the river.

There are 352,000 jobs in Georgia re-
lated to import/export and the Port of
Savannah. In fact, the cost-benefit
analysis of this investment is a dollar
spent gives us a $5.50 return. In these
tough economic times, that is why this
legislation is so important.
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Furthermore, it is basically a reau-
thorization necessitated by bureau-
cratic delays. The original authority to
deepen the Savannah River was in 1999.
It took 13 years and $41 million worth
of study to finally get four Federal
agencies to approve it. During that pe-
riod of time, China built a port, from
start to finish, which is bigger than the
Port of Savannah.

Mr. Speaker, if we are to be competi-
tive as a Nation, we have to do better
than this. Today’s legislation acceler-
ates the approval process by alle-
viating unnecessary government
delays.

This legislation is common sense; it
is pro-jobs and pro-America; and I urge
its passage.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I am privileged
to yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HECK).

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act,
and I rise in support for a very good
reason. This bill helps create jobs, good
jobs, family-wage jobs. And it is not
just jobs in construction from the in-
frastructure projects. It is jobs
throughout the shipping and transpor-
tation sectors.

I happen to represent a district that
contains a number of ports, including
the Port of Olympia and parts of the
Port of Tacoma. And activities at the
Port of Tacoma alone are related to
113,000 jobs in Washington State; but
there are more jobs to be found there,
and around the country, if we act now.

Mr. Speaker, I believe a healthy
economy requires a healthy environ-
ment, and I hope that the final bill
that is reported out of the conference
committee does not get caught in the
false premise of having to choose just
one.

However, I think this bill is a good,
bipartisan start, and I urge its passage.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no more presenters and I am
prepared to close. Therefore, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SCHNEIDER).
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Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, this
reauthorization is long overdue. There
is no better way to put people back to
work and stimulate our economy than
to invest in our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture.

In my home, the 10th District of Illi-
nois, there are $235 million in projects
that are waiting to get under way. The
multiplier effect that these projects
will have in our communities cannot be
overstated.

This bill makes a number of reforms
that will benefit the communities in I1-
linois that I represent. It will, for the
first time, recognize the Great Lakes
Navigation System as the single sys-
tem that it is. It will ensure that a por-
tion of the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund is dedicated to small harbors like
the one I represent in Waukegan.

This bill is not perfect. I certainly
have objections to some of the environ-
mental streamlining provisions. That
said, this bill is a great example of the
progress that can be made when both
sides come to the table and find com-
mon ground.

I believe there is still more to be
done to safeguard our environment in
the underlying bill, and I look forward
to working with the chairman and
ranking member as this bill moves
through the conference to ensure that
adequate environmental protections
are maintained in the final measure.

I thank the gentleman and look for-
ward to passing this bill.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased at this time
to yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Maryland (Ms.
EDWARDS).

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today generally in support of the reau-
thorization of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act, but I do
want to express a couple of concerns
that I have.

One is this discussion about reforms
that I think really put in jeopardy
what it is that we are trying to do,
both in terms of developing our water
resources and also protecting our envi-
ronment.

I am concerned about the stream-
lining under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act, NEPA. It doesn’t
slow down projects. In fact, it ensures
that the general public, State and local
government officials, and industry
have a seat at the table when Federal
agencies make decisions that impact
our communities.

Indeed, I am offering an amendment,
along with my colleagues, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER and Mr. DEFAzIO, that would
restore our confidence in the system to
make sure that we are really pro-
tecting our environment.

My other concern, Mr. Speaker, is an
amendment that is going to be offered,
the Young and Petri amendment, that
would, in fact, go back to the private
sector for services instead of leaving
that to the decision of the Army Corps
of Engineers.

I look forward to further working on
these issues.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I yield 1 minute
to the distinguished gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT).

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, 1
am encouraged that we have today be-
fore us a bipartisan bill that will help
improve our Nation’s waterways and
infrastructure and create jobs.

However, I do agree that this bill is
imperfect, and I am dismayed that this
bill includes provisions that will under-
mine our environmental protections
and reduce the ability for public input.
In that regard, I wish to associate my-
self with the remarks of Mr. DINGELL.

What is left out is an environmental
review process that avoids pitfalls and
saves taxpayers money by allowing the
Army Corps of Engineers to understand
where problems may exist with their
proposals.

The bill also misses an opportunity
to encourage the Corps to use natural
infrastructure in its flood control
projects. In order to better address fu-
ture extreme weather, safeguard our
neighborhoods, and improve wildlife
habitat, nonstructural alternatives to
Corps projects should be considered as
viable options.

Project delays are overwhelmingly
due to funding issues or changes to the
project, not environmental review. I
urge my colleagues to fix these short-
comings in the conference committee
process.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 1 minute
to the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
ELLISON).

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Florida for
yielding time.

Environmental review isn’t a prob-
lem; it is a good thing. Including citi-
zens in projects and how they affect
our communities and their voices is
important. Protecting water quality in
natural areas that drive local econo-
mies is important. Saving tax dollars is
important.

And yet, unfortunately, in the minds
of some, environmental review is a
problem that needs to be streamlined. I
don’t call these environmental review
streamlines something good. I say that
they are just weakening a good process
that allows people to be involved and
participate.

I think weakening the National Envi-
ronmental Protection Act is short-
sighted, misguided; and I oppose those
particular provisions.

While there are merits in this bill,
there also are problems, and weakening
environmental review is chief among
them. I am very disappointed those
provisions are included in this bill.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I would just like to point out, again,
no environmental law has been
changed, none. Nothing has been weak-
ened. Nothing has been shortchanged.
Nothing has been slowed down.

The only thing that has happened is
those studies, instead of being done in
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a linear path, one after another, are
done simultaneously. It doesn’t weaken
anything. It doesn’t undo anything.
What it does do is speed up the process,
which is very, very needed.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I am pleased to
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT).

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Florida.

Despite some merits in the WRRDA
bills that the Republicans have pro-
posed, they fail to address the number
one reason why Corps of Engineers
projects are delayed, a serious lack of
Federal funding. The bill before us per-
petuates a myth that the problem is
environmental review of engineering
projects and not inadequate funding.

In my congressional District, the
Green Brook project has been funded at
$11 million per year. If this funding
level continues, it will take more than
30 years to complete the project, which
will eventually protect several flood-
prone communities frequently at risk
from extreme weather, and save lives.
Until then, the Green Brook residents
remain under threat.

Now, every water resource project
has effects on the environment and
should have good environmental re-
view. Streamlining environmental re-
view will not save money or expedite
construction. Limiting the national en-
vironmental review limits public par-
ticipation, prevents identification of
potentially costly problems, project-
stopping problems.

Environmental review is not some-
thing to be tolerated. It is something
to be welcomed.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I am very pleased
to yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN).

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, Members
of the House, distinguished Member
from Florida, I rise in support of the
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act. I am a proud cosponsor of
this legislation. It is a good example of
bipartisanship and cooperation and
common sense, as opposed to some of
the politics that have dominated this
Chamber.

As a member of the Subcommittee on
Water Resources, I was pleased to have
had a part in several bipartisan provi-
sions beneficial to the economy, to the
environment, and to conservation.

We are creating jobs and stimulating
the business economy with this legisla-
tion. We are putting a stop to raids on
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund.
We are expanding the definition of
invasive species, now limited to plant
life, to include animal life species like
zebra mussels and Asian carp, and we
are closing the lock and dam at St. An-
thony Falls to prevent the spread of
Asian carp through the precious lakes
and rivers of northern Minnesota.

Mr. Speaker, by passing this bill, the
Congress demonstrates that we are
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still capable of achieving reasonable,
bipartisan solutions that solve prob-
lems and get things done here in this
country.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time I am pleased to
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. BROWN) to discuss
our proposal if we defeat the previous
question.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I want to thank my col-
league from Florida for yielding time
to me.

My amendment is very simple. It au-
thorizes the Corps projects to receive a
final Chief’s Report up to 1 year fol-
lowing the enactment of the bill.

Let’s be clear: under the present arbi-
trary deadline, critical Corps of Engi-
neer projects throughout the United
States will have to wait for years. This
is the second Corps project that we
have done in 14 years.

Now, my colleague from Florida
keeps saying that there is no change.
There is a change in this project, in
that, in this particular bill, this is the
first time that members did not have
up to 2 years to get their Chief’s Re-
port in.

The Chief’s Report is long, it takes
time, it is economically and environ-
mentally justified, and it has to indi-
cate it is a benefit to the entire coun-
try.

Now, let me say one thing about this
amendment. It does not change any-
thing in the current bill. It pays the
same way other projects are paid for. It
is what we have always done.

Authorizing these additional projects
would generate billions of dollars in
economic activity, create hundreds and
thousands of well-paying jobs.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. MURPHY).

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. I thank the
gentlewoman for the yielding.

I rise once again, Mr. Speaker, to dis-
cuss an environmental catastrophe
taking place in my district. While I
strongly support the underlying bill,
without the amendment, it would force
my constituents and residents from
Florida to wait at least another 2 years
for projects critical for our environ-
ment and our economy.

The Central Everglades Planning
Project, critical to the deteriorating
health of the waterways in my district,
is nearly ready to go.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
distinguished gentlewoman an addi-
tional 1 minute.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MURPHY).

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. The project
will safely move more water south of
Lake Okeechobee, instead of forcing
polluted fresh water into brackish riv-
ers to the east and west, causing im-
measurable damage to our environ-
ment and our local economy.

I urge my colleagues to oppose the
previous question and support the com-
monsense, bipartisan Brown-Frankel-
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Crenshaw-Posey amendment that
would allow the Army Corps to com-
plete its work on authorizing several
important projects that are in the final
stages of approval.
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I spoke on the floor earlier today
about the importance of acting now on
initiatives that will help address the
environmental crisis occurring in our
area. Today we have that chance. My
constituents and our waterways cannot
wait.

Defeat the previous question and sup-
port the Brown amendment.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. If we defeat
the previous question, we can bring up
this amendment right now.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, at this time, I am pleased to
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Florida, the
manager, for yielding the time. He
knows how important this whole bill is
to the Texas gulf region.

Mr. Speaker, let me say that there
are many things we would like to fix in
this bill, but I know that there are
many Texans who are waiting for this
bill to pass; and I was delighted to
work with the Texas delegation to
strengthen the bill by encouraging
non-Federal entities to invest in their
harbor maintenance and step in when
the Army Corps of Engineers cannot. I
am also delighted that we have ad-
dressed the question of dredging, and
we should do it even better.

I thank the Rules Committee for con-
senting to my amendment that deals
with consultation, with stakeholders
and water districts, local city, county
government. I know my local govern-
ments are waiting to have the Army
Corps of Engineers actually listen to
them as well as Historically Black Col-
leges and minority institutions.

I am also looking forward to making
sure that the $20 billion in projects in
the DeFazio amendment is included
and not rejected.

And finally, I hope that we can work
together, Mr. Speaker, on ensuring
minority- and women-owned businesses
and the billions of dollars that are used
by the Army Corps of Engineers are ac-
tually getting the opportunity to work.
I ask my colleagues to recognize the
importance of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the Chairman and the
Ranking Member for bringing this important
legislation to the House floor. Smart invest-
ments in water infrastructure are critical to the
Nation’s economic well-being. Water infra-
structure is vital to my home State of Texas.

For example, waterways and ports support
207,970 Texas jobs. Additionally, it generates
$34 billion dollars in economic activity to the
Texas economy. As the Representative of the
18th Congressional District, which is adjacent
to the Port of Houston, | understand how criti-
cally important it is to make smart investments
to create jobs and keep our economy growing.

Texas’s commercial deepwater ports con-
nect 152,000 miles of rail, 460,000 miles of
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pipelines, and 45,000 miles of interstate high-
ways. In addition, the State of Texas has 11
deepwater ports, but hurricane damage and
age threaten their ability to handle the next
generation of post-Panama vessels.

Mr. Speaker, over half of Texas port facili-
ties require maintenance to fully accommodate
the next generation of maritime shipping ves-
sels. Without these investments, Texas and
the Nation will be at a competitive disadvan-
tage in the global economy. That is why | sup-
port H.R. 3080.

| also want to thank the Rules Committee
for making in order my amendment. This
amendment provides that in making rec-
ommendations pursuant to Section 118 of the
Act, the Secretary shall consult with key stake-
holders, including State, county, and city gov-
ernments, and, where applicable, State and
local water districts, and in the case of rec-
ommendations concerning projects that sub-
stantially affect underrepresented communities
the Secretary shall also consult with histori-
cally Black colleges and universities, Tribal
Colleges and Universities, and other minority-
serving institutions.

Mr. Speaker, as you are aware, it is an es-
sential tool in our desire to improve the lives
of low income and minority communities as
well as the environment at large.

| am sure we will never forget the critical im-
pact from Hurricane Sandy that crippled the
Northeast area from Massachusetts to North
Carolina. And not long before Hurricane
Sandy, as we were working to learn how to
prevent another Hurricane Katrina that crip-
pled the great City of New Orleans. Our nation
was still healing from Hurricane Ike and Hurri-
cane Rita which crippled Houston, Texas.

As my colleagues are aware, a healthy envi-
ronment sustains a productive and healthy
community which fosters personal and eco-
nomic growth. This highlights the importance
of not only giving greater attention to our un-
derserved communities but also how we can
help our citizens by educating them on the
areas in which they live. That is why my
amendment requires the Secretary of the
Army to consult with key stakeholders, includ-
ing State, county, and city governments, and,
where applicable, State and local water dis-
tricts, and in the case of recommendations
concerning projects that substantially affect
underrepresented communities.

| regret that the Rules Committee did not
make in order my amendment that directs the
Secretary of the Army to encourage the par-
ticipation of minority- and women-owned busi-
nesses in such projects and requires the GAO
to submit a report to Congress within 2 years
on the participation of minority- and women-
owned businesses in such projects.

| recognize the value of a diverse supplier
base and its impact on the community and
population at large. Therefore, | will continue
to work directly with the Secretary of the Army
to establish an opportunity for Minority and
Women Owned Businesses to participate on
specific projects and to ensure that the United
States Army Corp of Engineers continues to
creatively seek new supplier sources, particu-
larly among minority and women owned busi-
nesses, to fulfill the business opportunities at
a number of Ports throughout our great nation.

Lastly, | appreciate the Committee making
in order an amendment cosponsored with
Congressman DEFAzIO of Oregon that condi-
tions the application of Section 103 of the bill
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on a reduction in the backlog of Corps of En-
gineers projects to less than $20 billion in con-
struction costs. This amendment highlights the
fact that it is a lack of funding not the environ-
mental review process that has led to a back-
log of authorized projects that are not being
constructed. We have spent enough energy
arguing over the budget and the National En-
vironmental Policy (NEPA) streamlining, but
not enough time in making the hard decisions
and investments that are going to create eco-
nomic growth and create jobs.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3080 is not a perfect bill.
But no compromise legislation ever is. But this
bill is a good start and merits my support.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this bill used to be
known as the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act. Now it is called the Water
Resources Reform and Development
Act. While it is with many of these new
reforms that I take issue, I look for-
ward to working with my friends on
the other side of the aisle to make sure
that we are here in 2 years to again up-
date our water resources and infra-
structure, hopefully a bill with less ill-
advised reforms.

Mr. Speaker, if the previous question
is defeated, I am going to offer an
amendment to allow for the inclusion
of the bipartisan Brown amendment,
which would authorize projects that re-
ceive a final Chief of Engineers’ Report
up to 1 year following the enactment of
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD along with extra-
neous material immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to vote
“no”” and defeat the previous question.
I urge a ‘“‘no’ vote on the rule, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, this rule provides for ample and
open debate and makes in order amend-
ments from both sides of the aisle. Fur-
ther, it advances a bill that was re-
ported out of the committee with
unanimous bipartisan support.

This bill is good for American work-
ers, is good for American producers,
and is good for American shippers. As
my friend from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
knows, this bill is also good for the
State of Florida.

Florida has 18 public seaports. These
seaports are critical components to our
economy. They are responsible for sup-
porting more than half a million Flor-
ida jobs and for generating $66 billion
in total economic value. The activity
of these seaports contributed $1.7 bil-
lion to Florida’s State and local budg-
ets. Furthermore, this bill advances
key ecosystem restoration projects in
the Florida Everglades and supports
the economic development that the Ev-
erglades provides in our State.

I thank Chairman SHUSTER for work-
ing with me and other Florida Mem-
bers to ensure that the State is well
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positioned to move forward. Chairman
SHUSTER and Ranking Member RAHALL
and my colleagues on the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure
have given us a bipartisan product that
reforms the Federal bureaucracy, is fis-
cally responsible, strengthens account-
ability, and creates jobs.

Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill. I say
to my colleagues in the House, if you
support reforming the Federal bureauc-
racy, if you are looking to manage our
spending, if you are looking to increase
transparency while investing in our in-
frastructure, and if you are looking to
create American jobs, support this bill.
Vote for the rule. Vote for the bill.
Move the country forward.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS of Florida is as fol-
lows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 385 OFFERED BY
MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 5. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, the amendment print-
ed in section 6 shall be in order as though
printed as the last amendment in the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
this resolution if offered by Representative
BROWN of Florida or a designee. That amend-
ment shall be debatable for 10 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent.

SEC. 6. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 5 is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO THE RULES COMMITTEE PRINT
FOR H.R. 3080 OFFERED BY MS. BROWN OF
FLORIDA
Page 162, before line 1, insert the following:

SEC. 402. CONDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Any project for water re-
sources development, conservation, or other
purposes for which a favorable final report of
the Chief of Engineers is completed during
the 1-year period beginning on the date of
enactment of this Act is authorized to be
carried out by the Secretary substantially in
accordance with the plan, and subject to the
conditions, described in the final report of
the Chief.

(b) OFFSET.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall revise the report submitted
under section 301 to identify further projects
and separable elements that in the aggregate
have an estimated Federal cost to complete
(as of the date of the report) that is equal to
the total cost of all projects authorized
under subsection (a).

Page 139, line 4, insert ‘‘or any revision of
the report,”” after ‘‘this subsection,”.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that

“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
““The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”’

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
‘“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.”” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of adoption.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 225, nays
194, not voting 11, as follows:
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Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook

Costa
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)

Andrews
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps

[Roll No. 554]
YEAS—225

Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Petri

NAYS—194

Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
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Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo
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Esty Lofgren Richmond
Farr Lowenthal Ruiz
Fattah Lowey Ruppersberger
Foster Lujan Grisham Ryan (OH)
Frankel (FL) (NM) Sanchez, Linda
Fudge Lujan, Ben Ray T.
Gabbard (NM) Sanchez, Loretta
Goramendi  Mafte Sarbanes
Garcia Maloney, ggﬁ?gowsky
Grayson Carolyn Schneider
Green, Al Maloney, Sean Schrader
Green, Gene Matheson
Grijalva Matsui Schwartz
Gutiérrez McCollum Scott (VA)
Hahn McDermott Scott, David
Hanabusa McGovern Serrano
Hastings (FL) Meclntyre Sewell (AL)
Heck (WA) McNerney Shea-Porter
Higgins Meeks Sherman
Himes Meng Sinema
Hinojosa Michaud Sires
Holt Miller, George Slaughter
Honda Moore Smith (WA)
Horsford Moran Speier
Hoyer Murphy (FL) Swalwell (CA)
Huffman Nadler Takano
Israel Napolitano Thompson (CA)
Jackson Lee Neal Thompson (MS)
Jeffries Negrete McLeod Tierney
Johnson (GA) Nolan Titus
Johnson, E. B. O’Rourke Tonko
Kaptur Pallone
Keating Pascrell \szzniiil en
Kelly (IL) Pastor (AZ) v

argas
Kennedy Payne Veasey
Kildee Pelosi
Kilmer Perlmutter VEI?
Kind Peters (CA) Velazquez
Kirkpatrick Peters (MI) Visclosky
Kuster Peterson Walz
Langevin Pingree (ME) Wasserman
Larsen (WA) Pocan Schultz
Larson (CT) Polis Waters
Lee (CA) Posey Watt
Levin Price (NC) Waxman
Lewis Quigley Welch
Lipinski Rahall Wilson (FL)
Loebsack Rangel Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—11
Aderholt Fincher Palazzo
Campbell Herrera Beutler Roybal-Allard
Davis, Danny McCarthy (NY) Rush
Duckworth Nugent
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Mr. NOLAN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and
Mr. BARBER changed their vote from
uyean tO una'y'n

Ms. GRANGER changed her vote
from ‘“‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 271, noes 147,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 555]

Mr.

AYES—271
Amash Bera (CA) Brooks (AL)
Amodei Bilirakis Brooks (IN)
Bachmann Bishop (NY) Broun (GA)
Bachus Bishop (UT) Brownley (CA)
Barber Black Buchanan
Barletta Blackburn Bucshon
Barr Boustany Burgess
Barton Brady (TX) Bustos
Benishek Braley (IA) Calvert
Bentivolio Bridenstine Camp

Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cohen

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook

Costa
Cotton
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Dayvis, Rodney
DeFazio
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Enyart
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hahn

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Himes
Holding

Andrews
Barrow (GA)
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)

Horsford
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Paulsen
Pearce
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

NOES—147

Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
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Price (GA)
Radel
Rahall

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires

Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IN)

DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Fudge
Grayson
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Grijalva Lujan, Ben Ray Sanchez, Linda
Gutiérrez (NM) T.
Hanabusa Lynch Sanchez, Loretta
Hastings (FL) Maffei Sarbanes
Heck (WA) Maloney, Schakowsky
Higgins Carolyn Schiff
Hinojosa Matheson Schwartz
Holt MecCollum Scott, David
Honda McDermott Serrano
Hoyer McGovern Sewell (AL)
Huffman McNerney Shea-Porter
Israel Meeks Sherman
Jackson Lee Meng Slaughter
Jeffries Moore Smith (WA)
Johnson (GA) Moran Speier
Kaptur N . Swalwell (CA)
N apolitano
Keating Neal %zlkano s)
Kelly (IL) ompson
Kennedy N,egrete McLeod Tierney
Kildee O'Rourke Titus
Kilmer Pallone Tonko
Kind Pascrell Tsongas
King (TA) Pastor (AZ) Van Hollen
Langevin Payng Vargas
Larsen (WA) Pelosi Veasey
Larson (CT) Peterson Velazquez
Lee (CA) Pingree (ME) Visclosky
Levin Pocan Walz
Lewis Polis Wasserman
Loebsack Price (NC) Schultz
Lofgren Quigley Waters
Lowenthal Rangel Watt
Lowey Ruiz Waxman
Lujan Grisham Ruppersberger Wilson (FL)
(NM) Ryan (OH) Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—12
Aderholt Fincher Nugent
Campbell Herrera Beutler  Palazzo
Davis, Danny McCarthy (NY) Roybal-Allard
Duckworth Miller, George Rush
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 554: On ordering the previous question—
providing for consideration of H.R. 3080, the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2013. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

On rollcall No. 555: On agreeing to the res-
olution—providing for consideration of H.R.
3080, the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2013. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 3080.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WOMACK). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 385 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3080.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
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consideration of the bill (H.R. 3080) to
provide for improvements to the rivers
and harbors of the United States, to
provide for the conservation and devel-
opment of water and related resources,
and for other purposes, with Mr. FOR-
TENBERRY in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. SHUSTER) and the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I will submit for the RECORD an ex-
change of letters between the Com-
mittee on Budget, the Committee on
Natural Resources, and the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Mr. Chairman, I am proud today that
we are considering one of my highest
priorities as the chairman of the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee—H.R. 3080, the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act
of 2013, or WRRDA.

WRRDA is the most policy- and re-
form-focused legislation of its kind in
the last two decades. The new name re-
flects the landmark reforms. We have
added an ‘“R,” for Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act, because of
the number of reforms that we have in
here. It is the most fiscally responsible
WRRDA in history, and there are no
earmarks. It does not cede our con-
stitutional congressional authority to
the executive branch. We made sure
that we maintained that. We have
worked together in a bipartisan way on
this bill since day one, developing this
bill with input from Members and
stakeholders through listening ses-
sions, roundtables and hearings.

I want to thank my partners and
original cosponsors, Ranking Member
RAHALL, Water Subcommittee Chair-
man BOB GIBBS, and also Water Sub-
committee Ranking Member TIM
BisHOP, for their work on this piece of
legislation.

I want to thank all of the members of
the committee and all of the staff
members for their hard work and desire
to work together on this important in-
frastructure and reform legislation.

I am also proud that WRRDA has re-
ceived more than 70 letters of support
from stakeholders, a list of which I will
submit for the RECORD.

This bill was passed out of committee
on September 19 on a voice vote. It is
about strengthening our infrastructure
s0 that we can remain competitive.
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It is about economic growth. It is
about trade. It is about jobs, not just
the jobs that will be created when we
are dredging ports and rebuilding locks
and dams, but the jobs that will help
our manufacturers when they manufac-
ture their products and send them into
the world markets, making sure they
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get there in a competitive way. Also,
making sure that those products com-
ing into our ports and harbors are get-
ting onto the shelves of our local
stores, allowing the consumers to buy
these products at a lower cost, allow-
ing them to keep more of their hard-
earned dollars.

Congress has not enacted a WRRDA
since 2007 and we can’t afford to delay.
Without improvement, our water
transportation system becomes obso-
lete every day and we become less com-
petitive. If we cannot compete, we lose
jobs to those who can.

Our bill cuts red tape, reforms the
bureaucracy, accelerates project deliv-
ery. It sets hard deadlines on the time
and cost of studies. It also consolidates
or eliminates unnecessary studies and
requires concurrent reviews. And our
bill streamlines environmental re-
views. I want to repeat, it streamlines
them; doesn’t eliminate them, but
streamlines them.

Our bill is also fiscally responsible.
This WRRDA bill deauthorizes $12 bil-
lion of old, inactive projects that were
authorized prior to this current law
and fully offsets new authorizations. In
addition, it sunsets new authorizations
to prevent future backlogs at the Corps
of Engineers.

This WRRDA has no earmarks. Our
bill establishes a new, transparent
process for future bills to review and
prioritize water resources development
activities, with strong constitutional
oversight and without handing over
our constitutional authority to the ex-
ecutive branch. I want to repeat that. I
think it is very important that this
body, that Congress, holds on to its
constitutional authority and not give
it over to the executive branch, as we
have done for decades.

We have been recognized by leading
outside watchdog groups for having a
bill with no earmarks and for keeping
congressional oversight without ceding
that authority to the Corps. I am ex-
tremely proud of the accomplishments,
and we should all be.

WRRDA breaks down barriers that
hold back the development of our
water resources infrastructure. It
maximizes the ability of non-Federal
interests to contribute their own funds
to move studies and projects forward.
It also expands the ability of non-Fed-
eral interests to contribute funds to ex-
pedite the evaluation and processing of
permits, and it establishes a public-pri-
vate partnership program in water in-
frastructure. With the leadership of
RODNEY DAVIS, that is in this WRRDA
legislation.

This bill improves our ability to com-
pete by authorizing needed invest-
ments in America’s ports. As I men-
tioned, this is a jobs bill, not just con-
struction jobs to improve our ports,
but to help our manufacturers and to
help Americans be able to keep more of
their hard-earned dollars.

Our bill supports our underserved and
emerging ports to also help them be-
come more competitive. It reforms and
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preserves the Harbor Maintenance
Trust Fund and the Inland Waterways
Trust Fund to better ensure those fees
collected from users for these systems
are utilized for their intended purposes.

These are all important and nec-
essary reforms, but at its heart
WRRDA ensures that we don’t lose
sight of the importance of strong infra-
structure and keeping us competitive
in the world. Our bill supports our
water transportation network to make
sure that it provides the foundation for
job growth and fosters a more robust
economy.

I ask all Members of the House, Re-
publicans and Democrats, to join me in
supporting this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 27, 2013.

Hon. BILL SHUSTER,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SHUSTER, I am writing
concerning H.R. 3080, the Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2013
(WRRDA), which was marked-up by the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
on September 19, 2013.

In order to expedite House consideration of
H.R. 3080, the Committee on the Budget will
forgo action on the bill. This is being done
with the understanding that it does not in
any way prejudice the Committee with re-
spect to the appointment of conferees or its
jurisdictional prerogatives on this or similar
legislation.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding with
respect to H.R. 3080, and would ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Congressional Record
during Floor consideration.

Sincerely,
PAUL RYAN,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 30, 2013.

Hon. PAUL RYAN,

Chairman, Committee on the Budget, Cannon
House Office Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3080, the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2013
(WRRDA), which was ordered to be reported.
by the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure on September 19, 2013. I appre-
ciate your willingness to support expediting
floor consideration of this legislation.

I acknowledge that by forgoing action on
this legislation, the Committee on the Budg-
et will not in any way be prejudiced with re-
spect to the appointment of conferees or its
jurisdictional prerogatives on this or similar
legislation.

I appreciate your cooperation regarding
this legislation and I will include our letters
on H.R. 3080 in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration of this bill.

Sincerely,
BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 3, 2013.

Hon. BILL SHUSTER,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, Rayburn HOB, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for the op-
portunity to review the relevant provisions
of the text of H.R. 3080, the Water Resources
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Reform and Development Act of 2013. As you
are aware, the bill was primarily referred to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, while the Committee on Natural
Resources received an additional referral.

I recognize and appreciate your desire to
bring this legislation before the House in an
expeditious manner, and, accordingly, I
agree to discharge H.R. 3080 from further
consideration by the Committee on Natural
Resources. I do so with the understanding
that by discharging the bill, the Committee
on Natural Resources does not waive any fu-
ture jurisdictional claim on this or similar
matters. Further, the Committee on Natural
Resources reserves the right to seek the ap-
pointment of conferees, if it should become
necessary.

I ask that you insert a copy of our ex-
change of letters into the bill report filed by
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, as well as in the Congressional
Record during consideration of this measure
on the House floor.

Thank you for your courtesy in this mat-
ter and I look forward to continued coopera-
tion between our respective committees.

Sincerely,
Doc HASTINGS,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 4, 2013.

Hon. Doc HASTINGS,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3080, the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2013
(WRRDA), which was ordered to be reported
by the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure on September 19, 2013. 1 appre-
ciate your willingness to support expediting
the consideration of this legislation on the
House floor.

I acknowledge that by discharging the bill,
the Committee on Natural Resources does
not waive any future jurisdictional claim on
this or similar matters. In addition, I recog-
nize that the Committee on Natural Re-
sources reserves the right to seek the ap-
pointment of conferees.

I appreciate your cooperation regarding
this legislation and I will include our letters
on H.R. 3080 in the bill report filed by the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, as well as in the Congressional
Record during consideration of this measure
on the House floor.

Sincerely,
BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 17, 2013.

Hon. BILL SHUSTER,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure Rayburn House Office Build-
ing, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SHUSTER, I am writing
concerning H.R. 3080, the ‘“Water Resources
Reform and Development Act of 2013, which
may be scheduled for floor consideration as
early as next week.

As you know, the Committee on Ways and
Means has jurisdiction over the Internal
Revenue Code 1986. Section 201 of this bill
amends the Internal Revenue Code by modi-
fying the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund
expenditure authority. However, in order to
expedite this legislation for floor consider-
ation, the Committee will forgo action on
this bill. This is being done with the under-
standing that it does not in any way preju-
dice the Committee with respect to the ap-
pointment of conferees or its jurisdictional
prerogatives on this or similar legislation.
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I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding with
respect to H.R. 3080, and would ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Congressional Record
during floor consideration.

Sincerely,
DAVE CAMP,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 18, 2013.

Hon. DAVE CAMP,

Chairman, Committee On Ways and Means,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3080, the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2013
(WRRDA), which was ordered to be reported
by the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure on September 19, 2013. I appre-
ciate your willingness to support expediting
the consideration of this legislation on the
House floor.

I acknowledge that by forgoing action on
this bill, the Committee on Ways and Means
will not in any way be prejudiced with re-
spect to the appointment of conferees or its
jurisdictional prerogatives on this or similar
legislation.

I appreciate your cooperation regarding
this legislation and I will include our letters
on H.R. 3080 in the bill report filed by the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, as well as in the Congressional
Record during consideration of this measure
on the House floor.

Sincerely,
BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT FOR WRRDA H.R. 3080

American Association of Port Authorities;
American Association of Port Authorities;
American Coal Ash Association; American
Concrete Pavement Association; American
Concrete Pipe Association; American Con-
crete Pumping Association; American Con-
crete Pressure Pipe Association; American
Concrete Pressure Pipe Association; Amer-
ican Council of Engineering Companies;
American Council of Engineering Companies;
American Farm Bureau Federation; Amer-
ican Iron and Steel Institute; American Road
and Transportation Builders Association.

American Society of Civil Engineers;
American Society of Civil Engineers; Amer-
ican Society of Concrete Contractors; Amer-
ican Soybean Association; American Water-
ways Operators; America’s Infrastructure Al-
liance; Associated Equipment Distributors;
Associated Equipment Distributors; Associa-
tion of Equipment Manufacturers; Associ-
ated General Contractors of America.

Build Up Greater Cleveland; California
State Assembly; CH2M Hill; City of Sac-
ramento; City of West Sacramento; Concrete
Reinforcing Steel Institute; County of Santa
Barbara; The Everglades Foundation; The
Everglades Trust; The Fertilizer Institute;
Friends of the North Natomas Library; Geor-
gia Ports Authority; Geosynthetic Materials
Association; Greater Cleveland Partnership;
Great Lakes Commission; Great Lakes Mari-
time Task Force; Great Lakes Metro Cham-
bers Coalition.

Interlocking Concrete Pavement Institute;
International Union of Operating Engineers;
International Union of Operating Engineers;
International Union of Painters and Allied
Trades; Laborers International Union of
North America; Lake Carriers’ Association;
Mason Contractors Association of America;
NACE International—The Corrosion Society;
National Asphalt Pavement Association; Na-
tional Association of Counties; National As-
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sociation of Flood and Stormwater Manage-
ment Agencies; National Association of
Home Builders; National Association of Man-
ufacturers; National Association of Manufac-
turers—Key Vote; National Association of
Waterfront Employers.

National Conference of State Legislatures;
National Concrete Masonry Association; Na-
tional Construction Alliance II; National
Precast Concrete Association; National
Ready Mixed Concrete Association; National
Ready Mixed Concrete Association; National
Slag Association; National Society of Profes-
sional Engineers; National Stone, Sand, and
Gravel Association; National Utility Con-
tractors Association; National Waterways
Conference, Inc.; North America’s Building
Trades Unions; Pennsylvania Farm Bureau;
Portland Cement Association; Portland Ce-
ment Association.

Port of Corpus Christi; Port of Pittsburgh
Commission; Precast/Prestressed Concrete
Institute; RAMP—Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund Fairness Coalition; Reclamation Dis-
trict No. 17; Sacramento Area Flood Control
Agency; Sacramento Regional Builders Ex-
change; Slag Cement Association; Sutter
Butte Flood Control Agency; Texas Trans-
portation Commission; Transportation Con-
struction Coalition; Transportation Trades
Department; AFL-CIO Trenton Corporation;
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Join-
ers of America; U.S. Chamber of Commerce;
U.S. Chamber of Commerce—Key Vote; U.S.
Chamber of Commerce—Multi-Industry Let-
ter; Water Resources Coalition; Water Re-
sources Coalition; Waterways Association of
Pittsburgh; Waterways Council, Inc.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

(Mr. RAHALL asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to rise today in support of H.R.
1380, the Water Resources Reform and
Development Act of 2013. I commend
Chairman SHUSTER, the subcommittee
chairman, Mr. GIBBS, and our ranking
member, Mr. BISHOP, for the superb bi-
partisan way in which this legislation
and the whole process has been han-
dled.

This legislation does provide impor-
tant direction to the Army Corps of
Engineers to meet its mission objec-
tives and reform their planning and
construction processes while also in-
vesting in our water transportation in-
frastructure and creating jobs.

It has been 6 long years since we have
passed Corps of Engineers water re-
sources legislation. While Congress has
had its back turned on our water infra-
structure, Mother Nature has not been
complacent. Since passage of the last
WRRDA in 2007, the Nation has been
challenged with floods, hurricanes, and
droughts. Our aging locks, dams, and
ports have too often been neglected.
This bill before us today stops the ‘‘fin-
ger in the dike’ solutions to our water
infrastructure challenges and instead
invests in these corridors of commerce.

It should be pointed out that H.R.
3080 is not your traditional type of
WRRDA. It does not contain Member-
directed projects, the traditional ear-
marks, but at least the bill does take a
step forward in reclaiming our con-
stitutional authority.

It is clear that in today’s challenging
fiscal times we have to find innovative
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ways to get water projects funded and
completed. The pending measure iden-
tifies the role of non-Federal sponsors
in supporting and moving projects
ahead. It provides a process to address
the $60 billion construction backlog—
that is with a *“B,” billion—and ad-
dresses initial reform to the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund program.

At its core, though, as the chairman
has stated, this is a jobs bill. The in-
vestments contained in H.R. 3080 mean
jobs in our maritime economy, as larg-
er containerships will be able to call at
our deepened ports to offload their
cargo while filling their decks with
American exports. It creates jobs mov-
ing commodities from farms, coal
mines, and steel mills more efficiently
down the inland waterways that criss-
cross our Nation. These investments
also help protect our flood-prone com-
plainants so that homes and businesses
remain safe when the rivers unexpect-
edly rise.

I would like to thank, again, all
members of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee on both sides
of the aisle: Chairman SHUSTER, Sub-
committee Chairman GIBBS, and espe-
cially our ranking member on our side
of the aisle, Representative TIiM
BisHOP, who has worked very hard on
this legislation and knows its intrica-
cies very well. Their hard work and
dedication has developed a collabo-
rative and bipartisan bill of which we
all can be proud. I hope it is a model
for future pieces of legislation. It cer-
tainly should be a model for this entire
Congress.

I urge my colleagues to support the
pending measure.

Without maintaining our waterways
and harbors the Nation’s ability to
meet the global challenges for trade
and commerce will be severely re-
stricted. The only way to protect our
citizens and avoid falling behind global
trade competition is to invest in our
water resources and infrastructure by
passing H.R. 3080 today.

As I mentioned, this is not the bill
that I would have written. But I would
add that this is not the exact bill that
Chairman SHUSTER would have written
either had he acted alone. He chose in-
stead to bring before the House a bill
that received unanimous support in our
Committee. As a result, many of the
provisions in H.R. 3080 are likely to
eventually feel the weight of law in-
stead of serving as just another exer-
cise in rhetoric on the House floor.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, at this
time, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS), chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Water Re-
sources, someone who has great respon-
sibility in crafting this legislation.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, now is the
time for the Congress to reengage in
the development of the Nation’s water
resources and play a bigger role in
prioritizing projects and activities car-
ried out by the Army Corps of Engi-
neers.

Congress cannot abdicate its con-
stitutional responsibility in deter-
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mining what projects should go for-
ward and should reassert its constitu-
tional authority.

H.R. 3080, the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2013, is
one of the most policy- and reform-fo-
cused pieces of legislation related to
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

H.R. 3080 is a bipartisan bill that was
developed by working across the aisle
to achieve a common goal of investing
in America’s future.

H.R. 3080 contains no earmarks, cuts
Federal red tape, streamlines the
project delivery process, and strength-
ens our water transportation networks
to promote competitiveness, pros-
perity, and economic growth.

H.R. 3080 is a jobs bill. $1.4 trillion
worth of goods associated with 30 mil-
lion jobs in international trade are im-
pacted. Thousands of jobs are created
and supported by the construction and
maintenance of our waterways and
locks and dams.

This bill is fiscally responsible by
more than fully offsetting new project
authorizations with deauthorizations
of old, inactive projects.

This bill establishes a path forward
for enacting a WRRDA bill every 2
years without conceding any congres-
sional authority to the executive
branch.

This committee held numerous lis-
tening sessions, public roundtables,
and official hearings in developing the
legislation. We have heard from the
public, industry, stakeholders, and
from our colleagues in Congress while
developing this legislation and have in-
corporated their ideas into H.R. 3080.

Just because a study is costly, com-
plex, and long does not necessarily
mean it is a better project. In fact, a
large, costly project with so many add-
ons that never gets funded is a benefit
to no one.

In what used to take the Army Corps
3 to 5 years to do a study has now be-
come the norm for the Corps to take 10,
12, or even 15 years to produce a study.
It is no wonder it is taking so much
time, since the Corps has to review, in
detail, many different alternatives.

In one case, a Chief’s Report was sent
to the Congress last year. The study for
the project was authorized in 1999. The
original purpose of the project was for
navigation improvements. But when
the Chief’s Report was delivered to the
Congress last year, the total project
cost was $650 million, but only $250 mil-
lion was for the actual construction of
the navigation improvements. The rest
of the project costs, almost $400 mil-
lion, are attributed to environmental
enhancements, not just environmental
mitigation.

In another case, the Corps of Engi-
neers delivered to Congress a Chief’s
Report for which there is no non-Fed-
eral cost-share partner. That study
took 7 years to develop, but since there
is no non-Federal sponsor, why should
Congress authorize the project? The
funding spent on that study could have
been spent more wisely on projects
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where there are non-Federal sponsors
and local support.

Too often, we allow Federal agencies,
including the Army Corps of Engineers,
to literally study these projects to
death. H.R. 3080 accelerates the Corps
of Engineers study delivery process by
limiting studies to 3 years and $3 mil-
lion. In addition, we accelerate the
study delivery process by requiring
concurrent reviews at the district-, di-
vision-, and headquarters-level per-
sonnel.

Ultimately, the Federal taxpayer is
on the hook for these studies and for
the length of time it takes to carry
them out. The Corps reviews far too
many alternatives and then sends to
Congress a project request that far ex-
ceeds, in scope and costs, what was ini-
tially intended.

Too often, non-Federal interests and
their contributions are forced to sit on
the sidelines while our international
competitors race past us. H.R. 3080 em-
powers non-Federal interests and en-
sures projects will be completed faster
and cheaper with local support.

Too often, resources from the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund are diverted
to other activities unrelated to keeping
the U.S. ports competitive in a global
marketplace. H.R. 3080 creates the in-
centive to spend the funds for their in-
tended purpose in a manner that all
ports agree upon.

One of the most important elements
of this legislation is that it ensures the
legislative branch engages in the Water
Resources Development Act process at
least once every Congress.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield an additional
15 seconds to the gentleman.

Mr. GIBBS. I appreciate Messrs. SHU-
STER, RAHALL, and BISHOP’s bipartisan
support. By working together, we can
accomplish solid goals to get this done.

I urge the reforms pass.

I want to thank my subcommittee
staff—Geoff Bowman, John Anderson,
Jon Pallow—and my personal staff—
Corry Marshall and Joe Price—for
their efforts.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very proud and happy to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from New York
(Mr. BISHOP), our superb, super-superb
ranking member.

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2013. This critical, bipar-
tisan legislation allows Congress to
renew its commitment to our Nation’s
water infrastructure for the first time
since 2007.

I would like to take this opportunity
to thank Chairman SHUSTER and Chair-
man GIBBS for the open and inclusive
process with which the committee
drafted WRRDA. I would also like to
express my gratitude to the chairman
and to Ranking Member RAHALL for
their leadership in returning the
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Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee to its long-standing tradi-
tions of bipartisanship and collabora-
tion.

H.R. 3080 is not a perfect bill. It is
not the bill that either side of the aisle
would have drafted on its own. How-
ever, it represents a bipartisan effort
based on valuable input from Members
and stakeholders, constructive negotia-
tion, and mutual respect. This ought to
serve as a model for how this Congress
conducts the American people’s busi-
ness.

This bill is about many things, but
most importantly, it is about job cre-
ation, not just good construction jobs
that will come with the authorization
of Chief’s Reports contained in the bill,
but also the jobs that rely on a robust
network of large and small ports and
inland waterways to move goods
throughout the United States.

H.R. 3080 also provides some relief
from the challenges facing the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund by setting
targets so that a greater amount of
fund proceeds are used for their in-
tended purposes—harbor maintenance.
The bill also provides for the mainte-
nance of our Nation’s small ports.

However, we Members must be vigi-
lant that the changes proposed in this
bill do not further erode the ability of
the Corps to carry out construction
projects, such as those necessary to
meet the post-Panamax vessels that
will come once the Panama Canal ex-
pansion is complete.

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased at the
progress we have made together on im-
proving water infrastructure in the
United States.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3080.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, can I
inquire as to how much time is remain-
ing on both sides?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania has 20% minutes remain-
ing, and the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia has 26 minutes remaining.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
now my pleasure to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
DUNCAN), vice chairman of the full
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and also the chair of the
21st Century Freight Transportation.

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I first want to say that I
rise in strong support of this bipartisan
jobs and infrastructure legislation, and
I would like to commend Chairman
SHUSTER and Chairman GIBBS and
Ranking Members RAHALL and BISHOP
for working together to bring this very
important bill to the floor today.

This is one of the most fiscally re-
sponsible infrastructure bills that this
Congress has ever seen. I think it is
fair to say that in my 25 years of serv-
ice in this body that I have one of the
most fiscally conservative voting
records possible, so I am proud to sup-
port this type of legislation.

[ 1445

Every day tons of goods are trans-
ported across our waterways. Without
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basic infrastructure in place, much of
these goods would be transported on
our already overly congested highways.
According to the National Waterways
Foundation, a 15-barge tow can trans-
port the same amount of goods as 1,050
tractor-trailer trucks. Moving goods on
the water is also the most fuel efficient
and environmentally sound method of
transportation.

In addition, this legislation stream-
lines project delivery, potentially sav-
ing the Federal Government and our
taxpayers billions of dollars.

While I would never support a project
that is harmful to the environment, I
do not think we should drag these
projects out for years and years and
spend megamillions of dollars on stud-
ies and drive up these costs to ridicu-
lous levels. This legislation sets hard
timelines and caps costs for studies
that have to be completed for infra-
structure projects.

Because H.R. 3080 removes so much
red tape and bureaucracy, it helps us
complete these projects in a timely and
cost-effective manner. This bill, as I
said, is a fiscally responsible one. Not
only does it not contain any earmarks,
as has been mentioned, it deauthorizes
$12 billion worth of inactive projects
that are no longer needed or feasible,
which offsets all of the new authoriza-
tions made in this legislation.

This bill also authorizes the impor-
tant flood control projects that we
need to prevent natural disasters. We
saw what can happen when Katrina hit
New Orleans a few years ago. That dis-
aster caused an estimated $150 billion
in damage, according to USA Today.
We need to make smart investments
today so we are not foolishly spending
billions of dollars after a disaster
strikes.

I urge my colleagues to support this
very conservative and reasonable legis-
lation.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
proud to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER),
the ranking member on our freight
panel.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, this bill
is far from perfect, but it is a good step
forward. I have concerns about the en-
vironmental streamlining sections.
There are commonsense things we
could do to advance projects more effi-
ciently, but limiting public input is not
one of them. The best way to expedite
projects is to ensure there is agreement
among stakeholders and to identify po-
tential problems early, which is one of
the main benefits of the NEPA process.
The real obstacle is lack of adequate
funding.

I am pleased the bill increases the
amount that can be spent out of the
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund and
expands the eligibility for use of these
funds.

The bill also requires the Corps to
make specific project recommenda-
tions as part of the study funded in the
Sandy supplemental appropriations bill
on reducing the risk of flood and storm
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damage along the North Atlantic
coast. This is an important provision,
but we should do much more.

We are still not doing enough to pre-
pare for climate change, rising sea lev-
els, and extreme weather events.
Whether or not you believe these
events are linked to global warming,
the fact is that extreme weather events
are happening more often, and we
would be fools not to respond to that
fact. It has been 7 years since Congress
last passed a WRDA bill. We are long
overdue in reauthorizing these critical
infrastructure projects.

This bill is a bipartisan compromise,
and I will support it with the hope that
we can improve it as it moves through
the process.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
my pleasure to yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MEADOWS).

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, today
I rise in support of H.R. 3080. This legis-
lation is the only fiscally responsible
and reform-focused water resources and
development bill to ever be considered
by this House. This bill, as the chair-
man has pointed out, contains no ear-
marks, places us on a path of a more
limited role for the Federal Govern-
ment in water infrastructure develop-
ment, and lays the groundwork for pri-
vate sector and State level oversight.

H.R. 3080 promotes public-private
partnerships and expands the ability of
the private sector to contribute nec-
essary funds to expedite and move
projects forward. It also places a strict
time limit on the amount of time and
money that the Federal Government is
allowed to spend on feasibility studies.
It took the Federal Government 10
years to complete a study on how to fix
Jacksonville’s Mile Point navigation
problem and allow for greater cargo
movement. That project is slated to
create 3,500 jobs.

The Port Everglades channel dredg-
ing study took 17 years and cost up-
wards of $10 million to complete.
Project study delays like these are un-
acceptable, and have far-reaching nega-
tive economic consequences.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON).

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support
of H.R. 3080 and want to express my ap-
preciation to the committee leader-
ship, both the chairmen and ranking
members of both the full committee
and the subcommittee. As the senior
Texan on the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, I applaud the
chairmen and ranking members for
their leadership in advancing this leg-
islation to this point.

While I ultimately support the pas-
sage of this bill, I am concerned about
the streamlining provisions of this bill.
If properly funded, necessary projects
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can be completed with appropriate en-
vironmental considerations and public
participation. I am discouraged that
the environmental protections are
being weakened under this guise.

Within this bill, I supported language
to increase commercial navigation ca-
pabilities for the Texas ports and wa-
terways. With the expansion of the
Panama Canal, these improvements
would allow for an increased role in
global trade and interstate commerce.

Mr. Chair, | rise in support of H.R. 3080, the
Water Resources Reform and Development
Act (WRRDA) of 2013. As the Senior Texan
on the Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee and cosponsor of this legislation, | am
glad to once again be addressing water re-
sources legislation on the House Floor. Such
legislation has not been passed by this es-
teemed Body since 2007, when | served as
Chairwoman of the Water Resources and En-
vironment Subcommittee that helped craft and
usher the Water Resources Development Act
(WRDA) of 2007 into law over a presidential
veto. With this background, | understand the
challenge of composing and advancing such
legislation to this point. | applaud the leader-
ship demonstrated by the Chairman and
Ranking Members of both the Full Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee and the
Water Resources and Environment Sub-
committee for bringing this bill to the Floor
today.

While | ultimately support the passage of
this legislation, | am concerned about the
weakening of environmental protections and
the ability of the public to participate in that
process as a result of the streamlining provi-
sions of this bill. The Army Corps of Engineers
project construction backlog and astronomical
figure it carries demonstrates that project effi-
ciency must be improved. | understand the de-
sire to expedite Army Corps of Engineers
study and project completions, yet do not be-
lieve that the environmental safeguards such
as the National Environmental Policy Act are
the cause of those delays. If properly funded,
necessary projects can be completed with ap-
propriate environmental considerations. | am
discouraged that environmental protections
are being weakened under this guise.

As Co-Chair of the Texas Maritime Caucus,
| have supported language in this bill to in-
crease commercial navigation capabilities for
Texas’ ports and waterways. | am excited
about Texas’ ports and the role that they play
in cultivating the Texas economy, the National
economy, and the global economy. With ex-
pansive coastlines, established intermodal in-
frastructure, and strategically beneficial loca-
tion, maritime commerce has a bright future in
Texas. Moreover, the American economy has
a brighter future because of Texas’ transpor-
tation investments and capabilities.

| am glad to have worked in a bipartisan
fashion to include language in this legislation
for an assessment of the Gulf Intracoastal Wa-
terway. This assessment will be a valuable
tool for the State of Texas to determine its
current and future operation and maintenance
needs for navigation improvements to the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway, allowing it to be uti-
lized more efficiently and productively in mari-
time commerce.

Further, | supported the inclusion of projects
at the Sabine-Neches Waterway, Texas and at
Freeport Harbor, Texas—both of which are
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authorized in this legislation. The Sabine-
Neches Waterway project will contribute to the
economic effectiveness of commercial naviga-
tion in a system of navigation channels in the
Sabine-Neches estuary of Texas and Lou-
isiana. The Freeport Harbor project provides
for a deep-draft waterway from the Gulf of
Mexico to the City of Freeport through the
original mouth of the Brazos River. It will con-
tribute to the economic efficiency of commer-
cial navigation in the region and will signifi-
cantly improve Freeport Harbor’'s ability to
compete in international maritime commerce.

These projects will help bring nearly a billion
dollars of Federal funds to Texas’ ports and
waterways. In turn, these improvements will
be a boon for Texas’ economy and the Na-
tional economy. Further, with the expansion of
the Panama Canal, these improvements will
allow Texas’ ports to play an increased role in
the global economy. The increased economic
benefit and movement of goods will be felt
throughout Texas, including in my home dis-
trict in Dallas, home to two Class One rail
lines, an intermodal facility, numerous inter-
state highways, and a strong consumer mar-
ketplace.

It is my hope that the passage of this legis-
lation will revive the biannual WRDA author-
ization schedule. Monitoring the streamlining
provisions of this bill, as well as assessing the
expenditures of the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund will be ripe for reconsideration during the
next Congress—as will many other issues. It
is my belief that the overall objectives and pur-
poses of water resources legislation are vital
to America and should be considered on a bi-
annual basis. The importance of this bill
should not be lost in politics.

In closing, | want to once again thank the
Chairman and Ranking Members of both the
Full Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee and the Water Resources and Environ-
ment Subcommittee for their leadership in ad-
vancing this legislation to the floor today.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
now my pleasure to yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CAPITO).

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to thank our committee chair, Mr.
SHUSTER, and the ranking member, Mr.
RAHALL, from my state of West Vir-
ginia. I rise in very strong support of
the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act, or WRRDA.

West Virginia is in the Ohio River
Basin, where coal makes up 59 percent
of the shipped tonnage. Waterways and
ports support 9,900 local jobs and di-
rectly contribute $1.6 billion to the
West Virginia economy. Domestic
power plants rely on our rivers to
maintain a steady supply of coal, and
our country’s coal exports have nearly
doubled in the last 4 years. Efficient
and effective water transportation has
never been more important to West
Virginia’s economy. Projects like the
Marmet Lock and Dam in my district
demonstrate the importance of these
projects.

I am especially pleased that this
WRRDA bill takes steps to preserve the
Inland Waterways Trust Fund so we
can reduce the $8 billion backlog of
construction projects on our rivers.
This will create jobs and spur growth.
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WRRDA’s passage today will be a sig-
nificant victory for West Virginia jobs,
for American jobs, and I urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting for this
bill.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO).

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 3080, and
I thank the chairmen and the ranking
members on both the committee and
subcommittee. I especially thank the
chairmen and ranking members for
supporting provisions requested that
will help the State of California.

Section 131 requires the Army Corps
of Engineers to review and report on
improving water supply options at
Corps dams in arid regions such as
California.

Section 135 allows the Corps to use
Federal funds to prevent and manage
aquatic invasive species on Corps
projects, including quagga mussels,
shore crab, and foreign algae, not only
a major California problem but a prob-
lem for many rivers and dams. They
are very costly. This section will allow
the Corps to assist our local agencies
in combating invasive species.

Section 125 requires the Corps to re-
issue regulations regarding levee vege-
tation and incorporate regional charac-
teristics and levee performance.

Some of the water agencies are com-
plaining that the Corps may be a little
heavyhanded, not looking at good
science when requiring removal of
trees and bushes from our levees, and it
would require the Corps to work with
local agencies to solve the problem in a
regionally appropriate and scientif-
ically proven way.

Section 106 and 109 provide more
flexibility for local agencies to sponsor
Corps projects. That means accept
funding.

Section 201 allows for expanded use of
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund.

We are asking for an ‘‘aye’ vote on
this bill.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
now my pleasure to yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from South Carolina,
Governor SANFORD.

Mr. SANFORD. I thank the chair-
man. I thank him and the other mem-
bers of the committee for their work
on this important bill, because it is
certainly about cost. I mean, you can’t
do anything efficiently if you have got
a 15-year permitting process.

It is certainly about competition. We
are in a competition for jobs, capital,
and way of life, and our ability to get
product in and out depends on a vital
and healthy infrastructure system.
Ports like Charleston ultimately are
not State ports, not regional ports, but
ultimately national ports given how
important, for instance, port depth will
be.

But I think ultimately there is a
much bigger consideration, which is a
constitutional question on the balance
of power. To me, what this bill fun-
damentally is about is reclaiming some
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authority that has been ceded to the
executive branch that is fundamental
to the overall balance of power that is
so important to conservatives across
this Congress, or across this Nation.
Ultimately, that consideration, I
think, employs even far greater weight
than the cost of infrastructure and
components that are important as well.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. LIPINSKI), a valued member of
our Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia for yielding.

I rise today in strong support and as
a cosponsor of WRRDA. This bill shows
that the T&I Committee is working to-
gether, finding areas of agreement,
building consensus, and, yes, compro-
mising in order to get things done for
the American people. I thank Chair-
man SHUSTER and Ranking Member
RAHALL for demonstrating how Con-
gress should operate in constructing a
bill that rebuilds America and creates
jobs.

Earlier this year, Congressman WHIT-
FIELD and I issued H.R. 1149 to fix our
inland waterways, and WRRDA incor-
porates a number of WAVE 4 provi-
sions, including project delivery proc-
ess reforms, project prioritization, de-
velopment of a 20-year capital invest-
ment plan, and Olmsted project reform.

In addition, this bill contains impor-
tant provisions to stop the movement
of Asian carp to the Great Lakes, and
I urge support of Representative
McCoLLUM’s amendment that I am co-
sponsoring which would strengthen
these provisions.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

I'd like to begin by commending Chairmen
SHUSTER and GiBBS and Ranking Members
RAHALL and BISHOP for their efforts on H.R.
3080, the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2013 (WRRDA). As a mem-
ber of the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, and as a co-sponsor, | rise in
support of this bi-partisan legislation.

It's important to recognize that in the current
political climate, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure is working together to
find areas of agreement, build consensus, and
yes, compromise in order to get things done
on behalf of the American people.

This is exactly what they sent us here to do;
it's what they expect this Congress to do.

Today’s Big Four agreement exemplifies this
commitment to working together. And it is in-
dicative of Chairman SHUSTER’S and Ranking
Member RAHALL'S leadership style on the
Committee. I'm hopeful that we will continue to
work in a bi-partisan manner as we turn to the
rail and highways & transit reauthorizations in
the future.

I'd like to thank the Big Four for working
with me to include several important provi-
sions in this legislation, including language to
deauthorize Dime Pier in Chicago, IL and de-
authorize Lucas-Berg Pit in Worth, IL.

Dime Pier, which is located just south of
Navy Pier in Chicago, is almost 100 years old
and is no longer used for the purposes of
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navigation. WRRDA would formally deauthor-
ize the pier, effectively allowing the City to re-
develop that area of the lakefront.

Lucas-Berg Pit is a former gravel pit, lo-
cated in my district, acquired by the Metropoli-
tan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chi-
cago and designated by the Army Corps in the
1970s as a site for the placement of dredged
materials from the Cal-Sag Channel. For a va-
riety of reasons, including its proximity to the
community, the site simply isn’t suitable for the
placement of these materials. WRRDA recog-
nizes this reality and deauthorizes the use of
the site.

I'm also pleased that WRRDA contains a
number of provisions included in H.R. 1149,
the Waterways Are Vital for the Economy, En-
ergy, Efficiency, and Environment Act of 2013
(WAVE4), which Mr. WHITFIELD and | intro-
duced earlier this year.

In particular, Title 1l of WRRDA includes
project delivery process reforms, project
prioritization, the development of a 20-year
Corps capital investment plan with the Inland
Waterways Users Board, and a modification to
the cost sharing requirement on the Olmsted
Lock and Dam project—items all addressed by
WAVEA4.

The Olmsted Lock and Dam cost sharing
modification provision, Section 216 of the bill,
is especially important. Unfortunately, Olmsted
is significantly over budget and behind sched-
ule, currently consuming most of the revenue
out of the Inland Waterway Trust Fund. This
has prevented virtually any other major project
in the system from moving forward. Section
216 of the bill increases the federal share of
the project, thus allowing more revenue in the
Trust Fund to flow to other projects while
Olmsted moves to completion.

| would also like to thank Ms. McCoLLuMm for
offering an amendment—which | am cospon-
soring—to prevent the spread of Asian carp.
The Great Lakes provide an estimated 7 bil-
lion dollars of fishing activity to the region
each year, activity that would be damaged by
the spread of Asian carp. We must take imme-
diate action to preserve the Great Lakes envi-
ronment and all of the economic activity—from
fishing and recreation to shipping and trans-
portation—that helps make the Midwest econ-
omy strong. Under this amendment, federal
agencies would partner with state and local
governments to provide expertise and advice
on best practices for eliminating Asian carp
through activities like contract fishing and pes-
ticide application.

While this bill is critically important, like all
legislation it is not perfect. For example, one
important provision currently not included in
the legislation is the increased revenue nec-
essary for the Inland Waterway Trust Fund.
Given the legitimate needs and the condition
of the network, industry is supportive of a
user-fee increase. My legislation, WAVE 4,
proposes a 6 cents-per-gallon increase, and |
am hopeful Congress can address this issue
in the coming months.

| would like to close by again thanking
Chairmen SHUSTER and GiBBS and Ranking
Members RAHALL and BISHOP for their hard
work on WRRDA this year. This bill is based
on compromise and collaboration, and accord-
ingly | urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
now my pleasure to yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD).
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
also want to thank Chairman SHUSTER
and Chairman GIBBS and Mr. RAHALL
and Mr. BIsHOP for bringing this impor-
tant legislation to the floor, and I also
want to thank their staff.

This innovative legislation is vitally
important to the economic well-being
of our country because we have to have
a strong inland waterway system in
order to be competitive in the global
marketplace.

Setting a priority for inland water-
way projects, reforming the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers’ project delivery
methods, and freeing up money in the
Inland Waterway Trust Fund for these
projects is vitally important, and that
is what this legislation does.

I also want to thank the committee
for including some of the WAVE 4 lan-
guage used to improve the inland wa-
terway system. That bill was intro-
duced in the House and in the Senate.
Some of the provisions are in here.

I also want to thank the committee
for including language supporting our
Nation’s small ports and harbors; also
for their commitment to repair the
aging levees that shield many of our
local communities from devastating
floods, hurricanes, and other disasters.
I also want to thank the committee for
making sure that our freedom to fish is
protected.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
(Mr. GARAMENDI).

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman,
this bill is extremely important, and I
urge support of the bill.

There is much in it to like; there are
a few things that I think we ought to
tweak as we move along. The levee
vegetation issue is addressed. It should
be modified slightly. There will be an
effort to do that later.

The crediting issue is still out and
about. It should be modified. It is ex-
tremely important to allow projects to
move forward with local money, so I
urge some modification in that.

Ports are absolutely critically impor-
tant. There is great progress made in
this and the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund being used for its intended pur-
pose. I commend all involved in that.

The Chief’s Report issue has been sig-
nificantly improved. I want to thank
the chairman and others for bringing
back to this Congress the power that
the Constitution gives it. The Chief’s
Report issue is there. I would rec-
ommend that we modify it slightly to
give a little bit more leeway on when
and where a Chief’s Report is.

All in all, it is a great bill. Congratu-
lations, and thanks to all who were in-
volved in writing it.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
my pleasure to yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN).
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Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong support of this water re-
sources bill, and I commend the chair-
man of the full committee, the ranking
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member, and the entire Transportation
Committee for this bill.

Ladies and gentlemen, this is a bill
that is a step in the right direction. I
represent Chattanooga, Tennessee. We
have all heard of the Chattanooga Choo
Choo, but there is another place called
the Chickamauga Lock in Chat-
tanooga. This bill basically does some-
thing that I have been working on so
hard since I have been in Congress. It is
a step in the right direction to finally
work towards funding the Chicka-
mauga Lock.

What it does, basically, is it reforms
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund. This
is a trust fund right now that is fun-
damentally broken. Why? Because
what it does is it sends all of the
money to one particular lock project
and starves out all of the other lock
projects in the system, including
Chickamauga. This bill is a great step
in the right direction because it basi-
cally works to fund it. In addition to
that, it is a good bill because it re-
stores, unlike the Senate bill, the
power to the Congress, in determining
the funding of these locks.

Let me end by saying this. Our wa-
terways transportation fund is criti-
cally important to this Nation, not as
Democrats and Republicans, but as
Americans. I know in my home city of
Chattanooga, this 1lock, which is
stopped in construction, needs to have
construction started again. These are
American jobs. These are American ex-
ports. These are American goods. This
is a bill that is a step in the right di-
rection for a great America.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very happy to yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
FRANKEL), who has worked very hard
on this legislation and does a superb
job of representing her ports in south-
ern Florida.

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I stand in support of this bill, and
I want to thank the chairman and
ranking members of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
for extraordinary leadership in bring-
ing this bipartisan and very important
bill to the floor.

Transportation moves our economy,
and our waterways play a vital role.
This bill is about jobs for America, and
as a Floridian, I am pleased to support
this legislation that promotes our
ports and protects our most precious
wetlands, the Everglades.

Today’s proposal will allow Florida’s
east coast ports in Miami, Fort Lau-
derdale, and Jacksonville to advance in
preparation for the widening of the
Panama Canal. Accommodation of
larger and Theavier loaded post-
Panamax freight ships is expected to
create tens of thousands of jobs with a
multibillion-dollar impact to Florida’s
economy.

Today’s bill also authorizes impor-
tant projects that help restore Flor-
ida’s most important watershed, the
Everglades, with a four-to-one return
on every dollar spent.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 1 minute.

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. This res-
toration means improving water qual-
ity for millions of people, protecting
our natural habitat, increasing prop-
erty values, expanding recreational op-
portunities, and boosting tourism for
Florida. As this bill progresses, I hope
we can work together to extend the pe-
riod of authorization, as in years past.

Mr. Chairman, this is a very good bi-
partisan bill. It is good for Florida, and
it is good for our country. I urge its
support.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, may I
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania has 13% minutes remain-
ing.
Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WILLIAMS).

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 3080, the Water
Resources Reform and Development
Act of 2013.

Among many other vital water
projects in Texas, this bill authorizes
funding for the deepening of the
Sabine-Neches, where 100 million tons
of cargo transit annually. The Sabine-
Neches Waterway is a major economic
contributor to both Texas and Amer-
ica, providing $106 billion in revenue
for our Nation’s economy.

America’s aging infrastructure is a
threat to a healthy national economy.
Thirteen million jobs rely on water in-
frastructure, and it is up to Congress to
ensure that America’s ports, water-
ways, and water systems remain the
very best in the world.

I applaud Chairman SHUSTER and
Ranking Member RAHALL for their dili-
gence, and also my colleagues on the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee for their tremendous work.

I strongly urge all of my colleagues
to vote ‘‘yes’ on this bill.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very happy to yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) and thank her
for her tremendous input and help on
this legislation as we developed the
bill.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the 2013
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act.

Our Nation’s infrastructure is crit-
ical to a thriving economy. In Florida
alone, civil works projects improve
navigation at our many ports, assist
with flood control, restore the Ever-
glades ecosystem, and help protect our
pristine beaches, which are central to
our $65-billion-a-ye